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ABSTRACT
In recent years, there has been heavily publicized incidents of police use of military weapons and
tactics, which has raised concerns regarding the militarization of police. More famously, in 2014,
Ferguson police utilized military weapons and tactics to quell the masses after the police
shooting of Michael Brown incited protests and riots. Despite an overall decrease in incidents of
police use of force and deadly shootings, individual dramatic events of police militarization paint
a picture of a militarized police force. This coincides with an overall increase in military
equipment transfers (e.g., weapons, vehicles) to police agencies in the United States. As police
agencies become more militarized, the potential harm to police-community relations becomes
ever more apparent. Therefore, it is imperative to assess public perceptions of police
militarization. This study explores public support for police militarization across four dimensions
(i.e., material, cultural, organizational, operational) that address different aspects of
militarization. Additionally, to further contextualize levels of support, this study explores public
attitudes of police-related factors (i.e., procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of
police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime) and individual
characteristics as potential predictors of support for police militarization. This study employed an
online survey distributed through
service to discern public support for police militarization. Finally, univariate, bivariate and
multivariate regression analyses were used to assess all these factors.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
The militarization of law enforcement is subject to topical discussion given publicized
incidents of police use of force through military tactics. One example includes the now infamous
Ferguson riots in 2014 that stemmed from the shooting and killing of Michael Brown by law
enforcement. As a response to these riots, Ferguson police arrived in military vehicles and
carrying M4 rifles. Such a dramatic turn of events visibly highlighted to the nation the extent to
which the police have become militarized. Video quickly emerged of protestors being confronted
with Ferguson police in full tactical gear and armed with heavy-duty weaponry. Public backlash
called attention to the issue of police militarization, which forced policymakers and other public
st

leaders to address the concerns. This led to t

Century Policing

(2015), which highlighted the potential negative consequences of militarization to community
relations. Ultimately, the events of Ferguson led to Executive Order (EO) 13688, which
regulated and restricted the transfer of military equipment to law enforcement agencies. As of
2017, EO 13688 has been rescinded by the Trump Administration (Exec. Order No. 13809,
2017).
Despite concerns of police militarization, the police have always been militarized to some
extent (Kraska, 2007). Some contend that the police need to be militarized to fight against drug
dealers and terrorists, while others are concerned that police militarization reduces community
safety by undermining community relations (Fox, Moule, & Parry, 2018). Nevertheless, police
militarization is increasing at a fast rate and costing huge sums of money. For instance,
approximately 80% of U.S. counties have received military transfers, and those transfers have
exponentially increased by 1414% from 2006 to 2013 (Delehanty, Mewhirter, Welch, & Wilks,
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2017). Additionally, the cost of military transfers between 2006 to 2014 was estimated to be $1.5
billion (Rezvani, Pupovac, Eads, & Fisher, 2014). Even with the noted expansion and rising
costs of the militarization of police, little research has explored public perceptions of police
militarization.
However, despite limited research, some current research has explored the connection
between police militarization and police violence and public perceptions. Tentative research
suggests that police militarization leads to an increase in aggregate police violence and the
number of suspects killed (Delehanty et al., 2017; Lawson, 2019). Regarding public perceptions,
a recent study in Maryland found that SWAT deployments in minority communities damage
police reputations (Mummolo, 2018). Other research found that public support for police use of
military weapons was higher when police satisfaction was expressed by citizens (Lockwood,
Doyle, & Comiskey, 2018). Similarly, Moule, Fox, and Parry (2018) found that views of police
legitimacy and legal cynicism are influential factors in shaping public support for police use of
military weapons and equipment. Prior research will be further discussed in the literature review.
Despite this limited research, none have attempted to expand the conceptualization and
operationalization of police militarization beyond the use of military weapons and equipment.
Police militarization entails various attitudes and beliefs that manifest into different policing
activities and practices. Kraska (2007) defines militarization as the implementation of militarism,
which is an ideology that stresses the use of force or military power as the primary means of
solving problems. He further notes that this ideology of militarism manifests into various
policing activities and practices that are exhibited across four dimensions: material, cultural,
organizational, and operational. The material dimension refers to the use of military weapons and
technology, while the cultural dimension refers to the adoption of martial language and mindsets
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(e.g., warrior mentality). The organizational dimension refers to the adoption of martial
arrangements (e.g., SWAT teams, chain of command), while the operational dimension refers to
the engagement in military-style operations. Therefore, public perceptions of police
militarization have not been fully examined in their entirety.
Telep, Vitter, & Bennett, 2014, p.401). In other words, the police and public work in tandem to
maintain safety in the community. For this to occur, it is necessary for the police to foster a
positive relationship with the community. In this regard, it is critical for research to assess public
perceptions and attitudes regarding police militarization and its connection to community
relations. Specifically, I look to expand research on police militarization by exploring potential
differences in public support across the four dimensions of militarization: material, cultural,
organizational, and operational. Furthermore, when assessing public perceptions of the police, it
is important to examine instrumental and normative factors. Hence, this study will also explore
procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, fear of crime, and personal characteristics as influential factors that
shape overall public perceptions and support for police militarization.
To provide a more comprehensive understanding of my proposed research, I will first

militarism and militarization. Afterwards, throughout the review of the research, I will discuss
the prevalence of police militarization in recent years. This will inform the following discussion
regarding the connection between police militarization and police violence. If police
militarization shapes police action, then its impact will influence police-citizen interactions and
overall public perceptions. To expand on this, procedural justice, police legitimacy, public
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perceptions of police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and
personal characteristics will be further examined as potential factors that shape overall public
support for police militarization. Subsequently, a discussion of the current study and
methodology will follow. And finally, the results and discussion will be presented.
Theoretical Framework
What is police militarization? How are the military and police similar, yet different? Why
is it necessary to understand their separation to grasp the reality of their convergence? To fully
understand what police militarization is requires a theoretical breakdown of this concept. The
following explains the concepts of militarism and militarization presented by Kraska (2007).
Understanding these concepts through a martial theoretical lens informs how police
militarization manifests and influences society. These effects of police militarization are further
expanded by Lieblich and Shinar (2018). They explore the symbolic effects of police
militarization and its impact in creating a cycle of violence, and thus normalizing police
militarization.
Militarism and militarization
The function of the military and police are argued to be similar but with different duties
in service to this nation. The military handles external and foreign threats, while the police deal
with domestic issues. Kraska (2007) argues that this military and police dichotomy is a
simplified assessment of the similarities and differences between these two entities. In actuality,
both the military and police derive power from the state to exercise physical force. Given this
initial inception, Kraska maintains that the police have always been militarized to some extent
but with clear distinctions in foreign and domestic duties. Despite these clear differences that
separate these two entities, he contends that political and social changes have deconstructed these
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distinctions and have blurred the line differentiating both (e.g., the war on drugs and the war on
terror). To further understand this convergence, Kraska professes that it is important to view
these changes through a

of

militarism and militarization (2007, p. 592).
As defined by Kraska (2007), militarism is an ideology that supports the use of force and
the threat of violence as the primary methods to solve problems. Specifically, militarism is a set
of beliefs and values that allows entities to utilize military power and technology to solve
problems. Therefore, militarization is the implementation of militarism as the central ideology
governing a collective. This ideology allows collective bodies to be more inclined to use military
tenets, which leads to the adoption of a military model. Despite a clear conceptualization, it is
somewhat ambiguous as to what actually constitutes militarization. To discern all aspects of
police militarization, Kraska presents four dimensions of militarization.
The four dimensions of militarization are material, cultural, organizational, and
operational. As previously noted, the material aspect refers to the use of martial weaponry,
equipment, and advanced technology. While the cultural aspect refers to the adoption of martial
language, style (appearance), beliefs, and values. The organizational aspect refers to martial

or tactical squads (e.g., SWAT) that resemble military elite units. The operational aspect refers to
the engagement in activity or operations that are modeled after the military. These activities
involve intelligence gathering operations, supervision, handling high-risk situations, or the
execution of no-knock drug warrants. Kraska (2007) notes that these four dimensions of
militarization are on a continuum. Therefore, these dimensions assess the extent to which an
entity or police agency are militarized. In addition, other researchers argue that these dimensions
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of militarization reinforce one another, and so an increase in one dimension will lead to an
increase in others (Delehanty et al., 2017). Consequently, police agencies will be more
susceptible to the tenets of militarization. To enhance this martial theoretical lens, researchers
Lieblich and Shinar expand on the potential effects of police militarization.
Lieblich and Shinar (2018) contend that instrumental arguments against police
militarization do not fully capture the issue with this trend. In other words, concerns of police
militarization should not entirely be about the effects of militarization translating into more
police violence or abuse of authority. The authors maintain that the issue with police
militarization lies in t

l order being

with this presumption is that it assumes citizens are threats and therefore it provides justification
for the ready use of violence. Consequently, the use of militarized police for proactive duties is
normalized, deviating from the initial reactive purpose for the use of militarized police in
extreme situations. Therefore, this exception of perceiving citizens as threats no longer becomes
an exception, but instead becomes normalized. In essence, the militarization of police is a
reflection of anticipated violence. The authors make it clear that physical conflict between
militarized police and citizens does not necessarily need to occur for there to be an issue. The
mere deployment of militarized police is enough to send a symbolic message that excludes the
community. Under war settings, this excluding distinction is exemplified in the us versus them or
friend/enemy distinction.
This normalization of police militarization helps to reduce trust in the police. Lieblich
and Shinar state that under these circumstances, citizens automatically believe the police will
respond with violence, consequently leading to escalation. This creates a cycle of violence as
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exemplified during the war on drugs in the 1980s. Therefore, as noted by the authors, police
militarization creates conflict which helps to contribute to a distrust of police. As this occurs,
people begin to fear the police, which can breed a contentious relationship with the police. As a
result, there is a decrease in police legitimacy. Thus far, this paper has provided background on a
theoretical assessment of police militarization. This lays the groundwork for a better
understanding as to how police militarization occurs in society.
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CHAPTER 2
LITERATURE REVIEW
To fully understand the effects of police militarization it is necessary to assess the extent
to which the police have become militarized. Contextualizing the militarization of police allows
for ample understanding of how police militarization can potentially lead to police violence, as
suggested in the current research. Ultimately, if police militarization manifests in an aggressive
manner, then it is likely to negatively impact public perceptions of the police. Furthermore, past
research on general public perceptions of the police has established several factors such as
procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, and fear of crime, as being influential on public perceptions of the
police. Therefore, these factors will be further discussed in the following literature review and
their potential influence on public support for police militarization.
Militarizing the Police: Social Political Trends
As previously mentioned, the police have always been militarized to some extent. This
notion derives from the fact that the police and military are both characterized as having statesanctioned force. But recent concerns of police militarization stem from cotemporary social and
political trends. Kraska (2007) attributes a large part of the militarization of police and the
criminal justice system as a whole to social and political trends after the Cold War. The use of
metaphors to shape and construct reaction to social problems has led to the convergence of the
military and police. Specifically, the war on crime and drugs metaphors encapsulate militarism
as the central ideology of solving problems (Kraska & Kappeler, 1997). The drug war during the
1980s led two presidencies to exacerbate military action on domestic land.
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In 1997, President Bill Clinton signed in to law the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1997 (Delehanty et al., 2017). Within this bill lies section 1033, which allows the
Secretary of Defense to sell or transfer military equipment to law enforcement agencies. Military
equipment includes mine-resistant ambush-protected vehicles, assault rifles, grenade launchers,
bayonets, airplanes, helicopters, camouflage, and deception equipment (Rezvani et al., 2014).
Notably, the Clinton administration further increased the convergence of military and police by
mandating the Department of Defense to create a partnership with the Department of Justice to
address the war on crime (Kraska & Kappeler, 1997).
Researchers have documented this transition through the increase in police paramilitary
units (PPUs) in police departments across the country. PPUs were originally created to react to
immediate and dangerous situations. Active shooters and other extreme situations, such as the
WACO, MOVE, and Ruby Ridge incidents highlighted the inadequacies of the police to respond
to these situations (Kraska & Kappeler, 1997). As a reaction to these extreme events, PPUs or
the now commonly used term Special Weapons and Tactics (SWAT) teams were created for
reactive purposes.
While Kraska and Kappeler acknowledge the necessity of such military like units, they
nonetheless argue that in the decades after the Cold War, the use of PPUs for proactive strategies
has overly expanded. This is exemplified by the use of SWAT teams to execute no-knock search
warrants. In fact, the researchers found that 89% of surveyed police departments had PPUs in
1995 compared to 59% in 1982. Additionally, they found that 20% of PPUs were used for day to
day police work, which strays away from their primary reactive purpose. This performance of
day to day activities has increased in recent years with the ACLU reporting in 2014 that 79% of
paramilitary activity entails serving warrants or doing routine police work.
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This proactive approach signals the bleeding of militarism into police, which further
enhances the collaboration between the criminal-industrial complex and the military-industrial
complex (Kraska, 1993). Similarly, the 9/11 attacks opened the flood gates for those in charge of
the war on terror to tackle both foreign and domestic problems. Ultimately, the fears of the
public compel the masses to trade liberty for security. Consequently, this militarization of police
is detected across the transfer of military equipment to police agencies in the United States.
Without question, the nature of the job requires the police to be militarized to some
extent. This would entail possessing bullet-proof vests, firearms, and other equipment. The
primary reason why the police would require such equipment is because the police are expected
to handle drug dealers, terrorists, shootings, and other dangerous situations. Nevertheless, the
expansion of police militarization has prompted questions and concerns as to how the police
have become so militarized.
To explore the extent of police militarization, Johnson and Hansen (2016) researched the
acquisition of military equipment by law enforcement agencies. The researchers looked at the
acquisition of military equipment, such as military aircraft, body armor, vehicles, and night
vision technology, and identified differences in military acquisition by agency region, type, and
size. Surveying 1,254 law enforcement agencies, the researchers found that most agencies
(61.1%) participated in the Na

97) 1033 program. On

average, weapons (35.0%) and vehicles (24.7%) were the most frequently sought out military
equipment. Furthermore, smaller agencies (ten officers or less) reported the majority of 1033
program participation (53.1%). Despite attributing the majority of 1033 program participation to
smaller agencies, it was the larger agencies that acquired the most military weapons and vehicles.
It is important to note that this study only measured 1033 program participation, and therefore
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agencies could have obtained military equipment from other sources. This might be the case for
larger agencies that possess larger budgets relative to smaller agencies.
Other research reveals that about 1.5 billion worth of military equipment was transferred
to police agencies between 2006 and 2014 (Rezvani et al., 2014). Additionally, 80% of U.S.
counties have received military transfers (Radil et al., 2017). These county transfers have
approximately increased by 1414% from 2006 to 2013. Overall, the findings reveal that police
agencies are becoming militarized and it has significantly increased in recent years. Hence, this
expansion and acquisition of military equipment is expected to have some effect on the way
police operate, and thus influence police-citizen interactions.
Police Militarization and Police Violence
One of the main inherent reasons for militarizing the police is to provide police
departments with the technology and weaponry to combat crime. In that sense, militarizing the
police seems like a natural answer to the progression and sophistication of criminals. For the
sake of safety and security, militarizing the police may seem like a necessity, especially in the
twenty-first century given concerns of terrorism. Nevertheless, the extent to which police
departments are becoming militarized prompts some caution and concern regarding the
unintended effects of having a militarized police force.
According to Kraska (2007), if militarizing the police leads to the implementation of the
ideology of militarism, then naturally there would be an adoption of more aggressive tactics.
Previous research by Delehanty et al. (2017), investigated whether an increase in military
equipment transfers was associated with an increase in aggregate police violence. Using county
level data from four states, the researchers found a statistically significant relationship between
military equipment transfers and number of civilians killed by police. This suggests that as police
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agencies become more militarized through the acquisition of military equipment, they
subsequently become more violent on average. While the findings reveal a pattern, they
acknowledge that there are limitations to their study. Specifically, the researchers were unable to
obtain complete data on the number of civilians killed by police and were only able to analyze
four states: Connecticut, Maine, Nevada, and New Hampshire. At the time of the study, the Fatal
Encounters database was incomplete and still in the process of being expanded to more states.
To address the limitations of the previous study, Lawson (2019) utilized newly available
data to assess the relationship between police militarization and police violence. Similarly, he
theorized that militarizing the police would

ths. Using the

Fatal Encounters database, the researcher looked at whether 1033 program transfers leads to an
increase in suspect deaths. Using a sample of 11,848 law enforcement agencies, he found a
positive and significant relationship between police militarization and the number of suspects
killed between 2014 and 2016. This relationship remained statistically significant even after
controlling for population size, poverty, race, violent crime, budgetary resources, and
countywide jurisdiction.
While research on police militarization and police violence is preliminary, it nevertheless
showcases a pattern of the effects of implementing militarism as a central ideology governing
action. More research is required to examine if this is the case. However, if this pattern of
research is correct in its implications, then the effects of militarization on police practices will
inevitably influence police-citizen encounters. An indirect avenue by which to examine this is
through assessing public perceptions and attitudes regarding police militarization.
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Public Perceptions of Police Militarization
As previously mentioned, the police need a positive relationship with the public to be
able to directly and indirectly work together to maintain safety. But to foster a positive
relationship with the public, the public must perceive the police as a legitimate entity. In that
regard, past limited research has attempted to ascertain overall public perceptions of police
militarization. If militarization leads to an overall change in ideology that necessitates use of
force as a primary response, then overall action will mimic this ideology of militarism. This
ultimately affects police-citizen interactions and is likely to shape public perceptions. This very
question was addressed in a recent research study about SWAT deployments in Maryland.
Within this study, Mummolo (2018) assesses the effectiveness of police militarization as
a crime controlling strategy. The study employs previously unavailable census data on 8,200
SWAT deployments in Maryland over a 5-year period. He used a national panel that merges
several surveys regarding SWAT services, violent crime data, and the number of officers killed
and assaulted, to measure the effects on crime and officer safety. In addition to these measures,
the researcher also measured public perceptions of the police. Overall, he found that SWAT
deployments did not lower violent crime rates and did not lower the rate of officer assaults and
fatalities. But more importantly, what pertains to this study is the finding that SWAT
deployments damaged police reputation in the communities where they were deployed. This
finding speaks to the notion that police militarization hampers police and community relations.
Constantly having a squad of police officers dressed in tactical gear in a community can leave a
negative public impression of the police. This aspect of tactical wear is further explored in a
different study.
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Due to the nature of publicized incidents of militaristic responses by the police, many
people have been exposed to photographs of police officers in full military wear and wielding
heavy-duty military rifles through the media. It is reported that about 59% of police agencies

2018). This prompted an interesting question about whether the external militarized appearance
of police officers influences individual perceptions. This was addressed in another recent study
that investigated how military attire influences individual perceptions.
O Neill et al., (2018) examined how variations in protective vests equipped with different
degrees of military equipment were judged across eight attributes: (1) approachability, (2)
militarized appearance, (3) intimidation, (4) professional appearance, (5) organization, (6)
confidence instilled in an officer, (7) confidence instilled in the public, and (8) recognizability.
Using a sample of 315 students from a Midwest university in the United States, the researchers
surveyed the students on these eight attributes for six different vests. The researchers found that
as the number of attachments on protective vests increased, individuals rated the officer as more
intimidating and militarized. Additionally, officers wearing more attachments on their vests were
perceived as less approachable. This suggest that a militarized appearance does have an effect on
how people view police officers, but this assessment is only done on a superficial and external
basis.
To ascertain a better understanding of public perceptions and attitudes of police
militarization, Lockwood, Doyle, and Comiskey (2018) look at factors related to support for the
use of military weapons. Specifically, Lockwood and colleagues, assess public perceptions of
police militarization by looking at factors and characteristics that are associated with support for
the use of military weapons and vehicles by police. Using a random sample of 1005 adults in the
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United States, the researchers conducted a telephone survey and asked respondents whether the
police should be allowed to use military weapons and equipment and for what purposes they
should be used. In addition, the researchers also explored other factors that might influence
perceptions such as demographics, political affiliation, police satisfaction, past harassment by the
police, and whether respondents fear terrorist attacks and illegal drugs or gang violence. Overall,
several factors were found to be significant predictors of support for police militarization. Males
were found to be more supportive of the police using military equipment. Additionally,
respondents who expressed police satisfaction and had prior positive experiences with the police
were more likely to support the militarization of police. Thus, gender and prior interactions with
the police were found to be predictors of support for police use of weapons and technology.
Similarly, Wyrick (2013) conducted an online survey of 103 students to assess citizen
attitudes of police militarization. The researcher found that respondents who were fearful of the
police were less likely to be confident in the police and were not likely to support police
militarization. That said, respondents who showcased higher levels of confidence in the police
were supportive of the police using military weapons and martial tactics. Despite these findings,
the researcher notes that the findings are not of substantive significance due to the limited
sample.
In a later study by Moule, Fox, and Parry (2018), the researchers examined whether
legitimacy and legal cynicism was associated with public perceptions of police militarization.
The researchers contend that these normative features influence whether people support police
militarization or believe that the police are too militarized. Using a sample of 702 American
adults, the researchers used a series of ordinary least square regression models to analyze the
relationship between legitimacy, cynicism, and police militarization. They found that police

15

legitimacy is positively associated with support for police use of military weapons and
technology. So, people who perceive the police as a legitimate entity are more likely to support
practices associated with militarization. Consequently, it was found that police legitimacy
reduced the belief that the police are too militarized. In contrast, it was discovered that legal
cynicism had a negative effect on support for police militarization and that higher levels of legal
cynicism was associated with a stronger belief that the police are too militarized. Overall, it
seems that normative and instrumental factors are key to contextualizing public perceptions of
police militarization. The theoretical literature about these factors and why they exhibit powerful
influences are examined next.
Procedural Justice and Police Legitimacy
The manner in which the agents of the criminal justice system operate and interact with
citizens has been a point of discussion for some time. If legal authorities want to obtain respect
and cooperation from the public, then common-sense dictates that they treat the public with
respect and fairness. Thibaut and Walker (1975) contend that the outcome of a case or dispute is
independently influenced by the fairness of the dispute process. In other words, in legal
proceedings, satisfaction with the outcome of a case is influenced more so by the fairness and
justification of the proceedings than the outcome itself. Therefore, to elicit deference and
cooperation from the public, legal authorities must be respectful and fair when engaging
members of the public. This encapsulates procedural justice. While procedural justice was
originally developed to describe the interactions between courtroom players and citizens, it has
also been utilized to assess police-citizen interactions.
Tyler (2003) has been assessing the concepts of procedural justice and police legitimacy
as influential factors that shape public perceptions and attitudes of the police. As described by
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him, police legitimacy entails having trust in the police and obeying the police. In terms of
police-citizen interactions, this suggests that citizens that are treated more fairly and with respect
by the police are more likely to view the police as a legitimate entity. Consequently, Tyler
contends that police legitimacy leads to compliance and cooperation with the law. Despite both
procedural justice and police legitimacy being closely linked, they nevertheless measure separate
things.
Procedural justice deals with the fair actions by legal authorities that shape interactions
with citizens. The quality of decision making and the quality of treatment by legal authorities
determines how citizens react and perceive legal authorities (Tyler, 2003). Therefore, in the
context of this study, it is expected that citizens who are treated in a procedurally just manner by
the police will support the militarization of police. Hence, it is also expected that citizens who
have unfair experiences with the police will not support the militarization of police. In a similar
manner, police legitimacy is likely to elicit a mirrored response.
Police legitimacy is a concept that addresses the perception or attitude placed on the
police and institution of law by citizens. Citizens can either perceive the police as a legitimate
entity with legal authority or not. Police legitimacy is often assessed on the publ

illingness

to obey the police, have trust in the police, have confidence and respect for the police, and
believe and accept police actions as appropriate and justified (Sunshine & Tyler, 2003; Tyler,
2003, 2004). These aspects of police legitimacy derive as a consequent of the police having
legitimacy to exercise legal authority. Thus, in the context of this current study, it is predicted
that higher levels of police legitimacy will be associated with an increase in public support for
police militarization across the four dimensions of militarization. For example, if the public
perceives the police as a legitimate entity, then they are likely to trust the police to use military
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equipment or technology in an appropriate manner. In contrast, a lack of police legitimacy is
likely to lead to a distrust of the police, which can be associated with lower support for police
militarization across the four dimensions of militarization.
Public Perceptions of Police Effectiveness
Police effectiveness is another concept tied to police legitimacy. Police effectiveness
deals with the ability of the police to control or reduce crime and the ability to provide services
to the public. This concept is judged based on the perceived success of local police to control
crime, respond quickly to calls for service, reduce disorder, and reduce fear of crime
(Rosenbaum, Lawrence, Hartnett, McDevitt, & Posick, 2015). For the police to be effective, the
public must perceive the police as a legitimate entity and comply and work with the police
(
the police and their overall perceptions of the police. It is important to note that police
erception of how adequately the police are
doing their job and not actual police effectiveness judged across statistical measures of
effectiveness. The conundrum here is that public perceptions are not often based on actual fact.
This is exemplified with fear of crime and crime rates which will be discussed later on.
Taking into account police effectiveness is ideal for any study assessing public
perceptions and support of the police. Therefore, in the context of this current study, police
effectiveness could be a major factor influencing support for police militarization. Given how
police effectiveness is defined, it is expected that if the public perceives the police to be
effectively doing their job, then the public will be more willing to support police militarization.
For example, in the case of military weaponry, it is expected that positive views of police
effectiveness will increase overall support for the use of these weapons by the police. The need
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for military weapons could be rationalized as increasing overall police effectiveness. That said,
less favorable views of police effectiveness may reduce overall support for the use of these
weapons. In fact, police ineffectiveness may reduce trust in the ability of the police to use
military weapons appropriately.
Public Experiences with the Police
Generally, it is maintained that people develop attitudes of the police based on their direct
contact with the police (Rosenbaum, Schuck, Costello, Hawkins, & Ring, 2005). In the most
simplistic sense, people develop perceptions and attitudes of the police based on their direct
experiences with the police. Hence, positive police experiences may foster an overall positive
sentiment of the police. In contrast, negative police experiences are likely to increase negative
attitudes of the police and may even elicit negative responses. Additionally, other research
suggests that positive or negative encounters with the police can influence or change previously
held attitudes and beliefs of the police (Rosenbaum et al., 2005).
Police satisfaction stems from these police-citizen encounters, which plays a part in
-citizen
encounter influences police satisfaction, such as citizen-initiated police contacts as opposed to
police-initiated contacts (Decker, 1981). Furthermore, other research reveals that perceived
quality of treatment by the police is an influential factor in police satisfaction (Tyler, 1990).
Therefore, procedurally just treatment by the police heightens police satisfaction, which shapes
overall assessment of the police. In a similar fashion, poor quality of treatment by the police,
such as excessive use force situations can negatively affect public perceptions of the police
(Rosenbaum et al., 2005). The underlying assumption across procedural justice, police
legitimacy, and police effectiveness is that the nature of police-citizen interactions matter. At the
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core of these concepts is the idea that direct experiences with the police shape perceptions and
attitudes of the police.
Overall, direct experiences with the police influences public perceptions and beliefs of
the police, but they are not the sole factor. Rosenbaum et al. (2005), suggest that the majority of
people do not have direct frequent contact with the police, if any at all. Given the accessibility of
media in all types of forms, it can be assumed that the general public has been exposed to both
positive and negative images of the police, ultimately influencing their perceptions of the police.
In other words, indirect police experiences play a part in shaping public perceptions of the
police. Indirect police experiences occur when people learn about the police through other
ople know someone who has had a direct
experience with the police whether it be a negative or positive experience. Also, as previously
mentioned, people can also learn about the police through the media (Rosenbaum et al., 2005).
For example, past research has revealed that news coverage of police brutality negatively affects
public attitudes of the police (Weitzer, 2002).
More recent examples constitute the heavily publicized incidents of police use of military
weapons and tactics, which have exposed the masses to police militarization. Specifically, the
militarized response to the Ferguson riots in 2014 incurred public backlash and increased
concerns over police militarization (Delehanty et al., 2017). Therefore, the nature of direct and
indirect public experiences with the police matters when discussing public support for the police.
Given all of this, it is expected that direct positive experiences with the police will elicit support
for police militarization across the four dimensions of militarization. Similarly, direct negative
police experiences will reduce support for police militarization. In terms of indirect public
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experiences with the police, it is expected that positive experiences will increase support for
police militarization, while negative experiences will reduce support.
Fear of Crime

inative (worry), emotional (fear), and some
diffusion of emotional dir
Heath, 2016, p. 1229; Hough, 1995). Directly tied to fear of crime is the perceived risk of
victimization (Chadee, Austin, & Ditton, 2007). To some extent, perceived risk of victimization
is an indicator of fear of crime. Therefore, citizens who believe that they are at risk of
victimization, are more likely to have a high fear of crime. This is exemplified by previous
research that shows that women tend to have a higher fear of crime than men due to their
perceived risk of sexual victimization (Mellgren & Ivert, 2018). Given that women are sexually
t reality. Despite
this, it is often the case that perceptions of fear of crime and the reality of crime do not always
match.
Fear of crime is a concept that is often used by the media and public as an indicator of
crime. While levels of fear of crime and crime rates can coincide with each other, they do not
necessarily predict each other (Marion & Oliver, 2006). In other words, higher levels of fear of
crime does not necessarily mean that there is more crime. In actuality, media exposure of violent
crime presents a narrative that crime is on the rise, which elevates the fear of being victimized.
Despite a decrease in violent crime, fear of crime and perceptions of violence have not
ear of crime
influences support for the police (Bowers & Robinson, 2012). People tend to form perceptions of
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the police based on how the police address crime problems, which in some cases can be more
influential than perceptions of procedural justice and fairness (Nix, Wolfe, Rojek, & Kaminski,
2015). This tends to be the case when people experience violent events directly or indirectly that
affect their sense of safety (DeCou & Lynch, 2017).
Under these circumstances, police effectiveness and overall police performance are large
ts of the police. In fact, research suggests that violent
events in communities tends to increase fear of crime and perceived risk of victimization (Yuan
& McNeeley, 2016). When this occurs, people feel more confident in the police when they
observe the police actively responding to crime (Zahnow, Mazerolle, Wickes, & Corcoran,
2017). Ultimately, fear of crime may lead to overall support for the police. This is showcased by
the fact that supporters of police militarization exhibit higher levels of fear of crime (Fox, Moule,
Parry, 2018).
Given previous research, it is expected that higher levels of fear of crime will be
associated with an increase in support for police militarization. In fact, given their concerns for
safety, people may want the police to be fully equipped with military weaponry and technology
to be able to combat crime. Therefore, in the context of this study, individuals with higher levels
of fear of crime will support the militarization of police across the four dimensions of
militarization. In contrast, individuals with lower levels of fear of crime will exhibit lower levels
of support police militarization.
Current Study
The current study attempts to discern overall public support and general attitudes of
police militarization. Kraska (2007) contends that militarization is the implementation of
militarism. Therefore, when the police become militarized, they employ militarism as their
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guiding ideology. As a result, police are more likely to utilize force and military power as their
primary means of dealing with problems. Given how police militarization is described to occur
in the literature, it is likely that people will have negative perceptions regarding the militarization
of police and will not support it. How people perceive or experience police militarization can
occur directly or vicariously through media exposure. For example, the heavily publicized police
response to the Ferguson protests in 2014 led to public backlash and outcry regarding police
brutality and prompted concerns over police militarization.
Hence, the focus of this study is to determine public support and attitudes of police
militarization and the factors that shape these perceptions. Given how the concepts of procedural
justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public experiences with the
police, and fear of crime are prominent factors utilized to assess perceptions of the police, they
provide a gateway to a more nuanced understanding of public attitudes and support for police
militarization. This study expands on past research in this area of study.
There are past studies that have looked at public perceptions of police militarization, but
none of them have fully specified what police militarization entails. Generally, these studies have
only addressed individual dimensions of militarization, such as assessing public perceptions
regarding the police utilizing military weapons (i.e., material dimension) or engaging in martial
tactics (i.e., operational dimension). These studies have not discerned or specified all four
dimensions of militarization and the potential differences among them. Therefore, this study is
an attempt to expand the understanding about how the general public feels about police
militarization by using a more comprehensive operationalization of police militarization.
Specifically, this study will assess how public perceptions and support for police
militarization differs across the four dimensions of militarization described by Kraska (2007).
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Police militarization is not represented by a singular thing but a host of police practices,
attitudes, beliefs, and organizational practices. Therefore, this study will expand research on
public perceptions of police militarization by assessing differences in public support across the
four dimensions of militarization. Additionally, by measuring perceptions of procedural justice,
police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public experiences with the police,
fear of crime, and personal characteristics, I will be able to determine to what extent these factors
influence and shape public support for police militarization.
Research Questions
This study measures public support for the militarization of police and general public
attitudes and beliefs about police-related factors (e.g., procedural justice, police legitimacy). By
using normative and instrumental measures, this study assesses the factors that predict public
support for the militarization of police. Overall, five main research questions are explored.
Research question 1: Do public perceptions and beliefs about procedural justice, police
legitimacy, police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and personal
characteristics predict support for the militarization of police across the material dimension?
Research question 2: Do public perceptions and beliefs about procedural justice, police
legitimacy, police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and personal
characteristics predict support for the militarization of police across the cultural dimension?
Research question 3: Do public perceptions and beliefs about procedural justice, police
legitimacy, police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and personal
characteristics predict support for the militarization of police across the organizational
dimension?
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Research question 4: Do public perceptions and beliefs about procedural justice, police
legitimacy, police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and personal
characteristics predict support for the militarization of police across the operational dimension?
Research question 5: Overall, does the public support the militarization of police?
Given previous research on public perceptions regarding police militarization and the
literature on police-related factors (e.g., procedural justice, police legitimacy), it is expected that
these factors will be strongly related to support for police militarization across all dimensions.
Beyond this, it is also expected that these police-related factors will be significant predictors of
support for police militarization across all dimensions. However, regardless of how these policerelated factors contextualize public support for police militarization, it is expected that the
majority of citizens will not support police militarization.
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CHAPTER 3
METHODOLOGY
Research Design
This study employed a national online sample dispersed through
Turk service. Participants responded to an online survey developed through Qualtrics. The
survey elicited

rent dimensions of

militarization (i.e., material, cultural, organizational, and operational). Additionally, the survey
asked participants about their perceptions on police-related factors (e.g., procedural justice,
police legitimacy), and general demographics. All these factors were examined as potential
predictors of support for police militarization.
Materials and procedure
Using an online national sample, the current study is designed to advance this research by
examining the nature and the extent to which public support for various dimensions of police
militarization are influenced by police-related factors (e.g., procedural justice, police legitimacy)
and
gender). To explore this, participants in this research project were presented with an online
survey about public attitudes regarding police practices and police-citizen relations. Police
practices refer to different dimensions of militarization. The survey was designed using the
Qualtrics survey platform and consisted of multiple-choice. Additionally, respondents were
1

recruited t

1

.

Amazon Mechanical Turk is an online labor market. The software application is used to outsource surveys and
retrieve answers from respondents (www.mechanicalturk.com). The service allows a
gister with the
website and receive
T based on individual qualifications (www.mturk.com/mturk). A
, selfcontained task that a worker can work on, submit an answer, and collect a reward for completing
(www.mturk.com).
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Survey participants were adults over 18 years of age and living in the United States.
Following the procedure used by Amazon s Mec

respondents

were provided with information about the survey and its content. The survey is designed to ask
participants questions that do not involve harm or discomfort. Participants were also made aware
that they are free to skip any questions and/or end the survey at any time. Additionally,
e survey were completely confidential and protected
their anonymity. Finally, after all pertinent information for participation in the survey was
provided, participants indicated consent by clicking next on the survey.
Online survey
Initially, participants were presented with an introduction to the study and a consent
form. After agreeing to participate in the survey, respondents were asked about their general
opinions regarding various police practices. Examples of police practices entail the police using
military weapons and technology, police hiring practices, police use of paramilitary units (i.e.,
SWAT teams), and police engagement in tactical operations. The word military was deliberately
excluded in most questions pertaining to police militarization. In other words, participants were
not specifically informed that police practices refer to military-style activities employed by the
police. Instead, questions about police militarization were reframed as police practices and
activities. For example, instead of asking
they are asked

rt the police using

that the partici
responded to these questions using a five-point Likert scale with [1] representing strongly
disagree, [2] disagree, [3] agree, [4] strongly agree, and [5] unsure.
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Following this initial part of the survey, participants were asked questions about their
perceptions on police-related factors, such as perceptions of procedural justice, police legitimacy,
and public perceptions of police effectiveness. Participants responded to these questions using a
5-point Likert scale (e.g., [1] strongly disagree, [2] disagree, [3] agree, [4] strongly agree, [5]
unsure; and [1] poor, [2] fair, [3] good, [4] excellent, [5] unsure). Following these set of
questions, participants were asked questions about fear of crime. For example, participants were
asked about their level of concern regarding someone breaking into their home and being
physically assaulted by a stranger. Participants responded to these questions using a 3-point scale
with [1] representing not concerned, [2] moderately concerned, and [3] highly concerned.
After responding to the above questions, participants were asked questions about their
direct and indirect experiences with the police. For example, participants were asked about their
direct contact with police officers, their overall evaluation of their experiences with the police,
and their fami

s responded

to these questions using four, five, and six-point scales (i.e., [1] never, [2] once or twice, [3]
several times a year, [4] at least once a month; [1] very negative, [2] negative, [3] positive, [4]
very positive, [5] unsure; and [1] poor, [2] fair, [3] good, [4] excellent, [5] no experience, [6]
unsure).
Finally, participants were asked general demographic questions. Participants were asked
about their gender, age, race, level of education, political party identification, annual household
income, gun ownership, and their military and police affiliation. These demographic questions
were used to determine which personal characteristics were associated with support for police
militarization. Overall, the survey had an expected completion time of approximately 10 minutes
(see Appendix A for full survey and consent form).
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Analysis Strategy
To begin, basic descriptive statistics (i.e., frequencies) were used to determine overall
support for police militarization. Specifically, frequency distributions were used to identify any
differences in support for police militarization across the four dimensions of militarization.
Additionally, bivariate analyses were used to assess the relationship between individual
independent variables (i.e., procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police
effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics) and public
support for police militarization. Specifically, Chi-Square analyses were used to identify any
significant relationships between police-related factors and individual dimensions of police
militarization. Finally, multiple linear regression analyses were used to assess the relationship
between all independent variables and police militarization. Specifically, multiple linear
regression analyses were used to examine the net impact of measures of police-related factors
(e.g., beliefs about procedural justice, police legitimacy, and police effectiveness) and
demographic characteristics on public support for police militarization. This was used to
determine which, if any of the independent variables, were the strongest predictors of support for
police militarization. In its entirety, this study employed univariate, bivariate, multivariate
analyses of the prediction of support for police militarization. All data was imputed into SPSS to
conduct statistical analyses.
Dependent variables
Police militarization can take many forms. This leads to different conceptions and
perceptions of what police militarization entails. Kraska (2007) defines militarization as the
implementation of the ideology of militarism, which is a set of beliefs, values, and assumptions
that stress the use of force or military power to solve problems. He further provides four different
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dimensions of militarization: material, cultural, organizational, and operational. Therefore, police
militarization is assessed based on these four dimensions.
For the purpose of this study, police militarization was conceptualized as the
implementation of the ideology militarism, which stresses the use of force and military power as
four dimensions of militarization
(i.e., material, cultural, organizational, and operational), I operationalized police militarization by
developing a set of questions that assesses each individual dimension of militarization. The
survey presented a list of police practices and asked participants whether they oppose or support
those practices. Participants were asked to respond on a 5-point Likert scale (i.e., [1] strongly
oppose, [2] oppose, [3] support, [4] strongly support, [5] unsure). For example, for the material
dimension, participants were asked whether they oppose or support the police using tactical
equipment (e.g., assault weapons) and tactical vehicles (e.g., armored transportation vehicles).
Furthermore, to assess overall support for police militarization, participants were asked if
they generally support the previously described police practices (i.e., measures of police
militarization). Participants responded [1] no, [2] yes, or [3] unsure. Finally, respondents were
asked if the previously described police practices would increase public safety or increase
viola

ed [1] no, [2] yes, or [3] unsure. All of these

measures are meant to capture an aspect of police militarization. However, given the novelty of
these specific measures, fac

lpha were used to assess the underlying

factor structure of the internal consistency of different dimensions of police militarization.
Independent variables
Procedural justice is a concept that is often used to assess police-citizen interactions.
Citizens who are treated with respect and fairness by the police will reciprocally respect and
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cooperate with the police (Tyler, 2003). Therefore, procedural justice was conceptualized as
being treated with respect and fairness in the administration of justice by police. Moreover.
procedural justice is often assessed on the quality of interpersonal treatment (e.g., treating people
fairly, with respect and dignity). Hence, procedural justice was operationalized with survey
questions that measure these aspects of the concept. Participants were asked if they disagree or
agree that their local police treat citizens with dignity and respect and whether they treat people
fairly. Participants responded to these survey questions on a 5-point Likert scale (i.e., [1]
strongly oppose, [2] oppose, [3] support, [4] strongly support, [5] unsure).
Police legitimacy is a concept that examines the perception of validity or legitimacy
afforded to the police by citizens. Having police legitimacy means that citizens perceive the
police as a legitimate entity with legal authority. Therefore, police legitimacy was conceptualized
as the extent to which citizens perceive the police as a legitimate entity. Police legitimacy is
willingness to obey the police, have trust in the police, have
confidence and respect for the police, and believe and accept police actions as appropriate and
justified (Sunshine & Tyler, 2003; Tyler, 2003, 2004). Hence, police legitimacy was measured
through survey questions that captures some of these indicators of police legitimacy. Participants
were
ted to make decisions that are right for
yo

ed to these survey questions on a 5-point Likert scale

(i.e., [1] strongly oppose, [2] oppose, [3] support, [4] strongly support, [5] unsure).
Public perceptions of police effectiveness deals

success of

local police to control crime, respond to calls for service, reduce disorder, and reduce fear of
crime (Rosenbaum et al., 2015). Therefore, police effectiveness was conceptualized as the

31

ved success of local police to control crime and reduce disorder. Police
effectiveness was measured using a survey question that assesses public perceptions of police job
performance. Participants were asked to rate the job performance of their local police department
in the following areas: working together with residents to solve local problems and preventing
crime in your neighborhood. Participants rated the job performance of their local police
department on a 5-point Likert scale (i.e., [1] poor, [2] fair, [3] good, [4] excellent, [5] unsure).
As noted by Rosenbaum et al., (2005) public experiences with the police either directly or
. Therefore, both direct and
indirect positive experiences with the police will elicit positive perceptions of the police, while
negative experiences will elicit negative perceptions of the police. Although direct experiences
with the police may elicit a greater influence, in actuality, direct police-citizen encounters are not
very frequent. For this reason, citizens rely on indirect experiences with the police, such as
exposure to the police through news media, internet, or the experiences of their family and
friends to form their beliefs about the police.
Hence, public experiences with the police was conceptualized as the positive or negative
experiences/interactions citizens have with the police either directly or indirectly (e.g., news
media, internet, friends and family experiences). This was measured using several different
Likert scale survey questions. Participants were asked about the frequency of their direct contacts
with the police and they responded on a 4-point Likert scale (i.e., [1] never, [2] once or twice, [3]
several times a year, [4] at least once a month). Following this, participants were asked to rate
the quality of their experience with the police and the experiences of their family and friends.
Participants responded to these questions on a 6-point Likert scale (i.e., [1] poor, [2] fair, [3]
good, [4] excellent, [5] no experience, [6] unsure). Finally, participants were asked to rate the
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image portrayal of the police on various forms of media, such as national television news, local
television news, internet news, and social media (e.g., Facebook, Twitter, YouTube). Participants
responded to these questions on a 6-point Likert scale (i.e., [1] very negative, [2] negative. [3]
positive, [4] very positive, [5] unsure).
ar, worry, and anxiety of being victimized
(Chadee, Ng Ying, Chadee, & Heath, 2016, p. 1229; Hough, 1995)
influenced by their perceived risk of victimization. So, individuals who perceive themselves as
being potentially victimized will have a high fear of crime regardless of whether their perception
of crime and risk of victimization reflects reality. Therefore, fear of crime was conceptualized as
the fear, worry, and anxiety of being victimized. This was measured with two survey questions
that asks participants about their level of concern regarding having someone breaking into their
home and being physically assaulted by a stranger. Participants responded to these questions on a
3-point Likert scale (i.e., [1] not concerned, [2] moderately concerned, [3] highly concerned). It
should be noted that the second measure of fear of crime is limited to individuals who have a fear
of being physically assaulted by a stranger. In other words, the wording of the survey item
excludes individuals who have a fear of being physically and sexually victimized by someone
they may know. Regardless, this is a limitation that will be further discussed in the limitations
section.
Finally, the demographics of the participants were obtained through survey questions.
The demographic characteristics that were measured included gender (male [1], female [0]), age
(19 or under [1], 20-29 [2], 30-39 [3], 40-49 [4], 50-59 [5], 60 and older [6]), race
(Black/African American [1], Hispanic/Latino [2], non-Hispanic White/Caucasian [3]), and
annual household income (less than $30,000 [1], $30,000 to $60,000 [2], $60,000 to $100,000
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[3], $100,000 or more [4]). Level of education was measured through a dichotomous dummy
variable indicating lower education [0] or higher education [1]. Additionally, the particip
political affiliation was also measured (Democrat [1], Republican [2]).
Other personal characteristics included gun ownership, military service, and police
occupation. Gun ownership was measured using a dichotomous variable (no [0], yes [1]).
Military service (no [0], yes [1]) was measured using a dichotomous variable that indicated
whether participants had ever served in the military. Similarly, participants were asked to report
if any of their immediate family members (e.g., parent, child) had ever served in the military (no
[0], yes [1]). Next, participants were asked if they had ever worked as a police officer or in the
criminal justice field. This was measured using a dichotomous variable (yes worked as police
officer/criminal justice field [1], no [0]). Lastly, participants were asked if any of their immediate
family members (e.g., parent, child) had ever worked as a police officer/criminal justice field
(yes worked as police officer/criminal justice field [1], no [0]). All of these measures were used
to examine any potential relationships between personal characteristics and public support for
police militarization.
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CHAPTER 4
RESULTS
Univariate Statistics
Sample
A total of 511 respondents answered the online survey, but 11 of the responses were
eliminated due to low item response or for not meeting the U.S. resident qualification. The final
sample consisted of 500 respondents. Among those who responded, a slight majority of them
were male (52.9%). The vast majority of the respondents were White (72.4%) followed by
Black/African American (9.4%) and Hispanic/Latino (9%) respondents. Furthermore, the clear
majority of the respondents were between the ages of 20 and 39 (69.8%) and the clear majority
of them were either college graduates or had a post-graduate degree (e.g., MA, JD, MBA, MD,
PhD) (62.9%). Moreover, the slight majority of the respondents identified as a Democrat
(50.7%), while 28.5% identified as a Republican. Regarding income, a large minority of the
respondents reported their annual household income to be between $30,000 and $60,000 (40%).
Additionally, only 25.4% of the respondents were gun owners. In terms of military and police
service, 13.6% of the respondents served in the military, while only 12% of the respondents had
either worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field. See Table 1 in Appendix B for a
complete summary of the descriptive statistics associated with demographics. In the sections that
follow, I examine support for police militarization and police-related factors.
Public support for police militarization
At the crux of this study lies the exploration of public support for police militarization.
Overall, a clear majority of the respondents (64.5%) support the use of tactical equipment,
technology, and the engagement in tactical operations by the police. This coincides with 63.4%
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of the respondents believing that police militarization increases public safety. That said, almost
counterintuitively, as much as 56.8% of respondents also believe that police militarization
increases vi
safety and civil liberties. The
social contract in a civilized society contends that people give up power to the state to maintain
order and safety (Becarria, 1775/1983). How much power should be given up before civil
liberties are compromised is still subject to debate. While this overall assessment of public
support for police militarization is insightful, it can be further broken down into support for
various dimensions of militarization.
Regarding the material dimension, the clear majority of the respondents (59.2%) support
police use of tactical equipment (e.g., assault weapons) and tactical vehicles (e.g., armored
transportation vehicles). Similarly, the clear majority of the respondents (59.3%) support police
use of tactical surveillance/detection technology (e.g., surveillance drones, license plate readers).
Therefore, on average across both measures, approximately 59% of the respondents support the
material dimension of militarization. These findings suggest that the clear majority of
respondents support a visibly and externally militarized police force. Undoubtedly, the material
dimension assesses an aspect of militarization that is easier to visualize than other dimensions,
such as the cultural aspect of militarization.
In reference to the cultural dimension, only 31.9% of the respondents support police
officers adopting a warrior mentality (i.e., primary purpose is war on crime and arresting
criminals), while the vast majority (81.4%) of them support police officers adopting a guardian
mentality (i.e., to protect the community and build public trust). The warrior mentality and the
guardian mentality are in some ways opposite philosophies. In policing research, the warrior
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mentality is often utilized to describe a war on crime approach, while the guardian mentality
refers to a more community-oriented approach to public protection. It is important to note that
the guardian mentality is not a measure of the material dimension. Instead, for the purpose of this
study, the guardian mentality serves as a reverse coded variable that compliments the warrior
mentality aspect of militarization. Naturally, it does make sense that if the vast majority of
respondents support the guardian mentality, then significantly less respondents would support the
warrior mentality as exhibited by the findings. Finally, 63.2% of respondents support police
departments hiring ex-military personnel. Taking all cultural measures into consideration, it
would seem that respondents are less supportive of the cultural dimension of militarization in
comparison to the material dimension. In fact, on average, only 35% of respondents support the
cultural dimension of militarization.
Moving on to the organizational dimension, 74.9% of respondents support police
departments having a strict hierarchy of authority (i.e., chain of command). Even more so, the
vast majority of respondents (79.4%) support police departments having command and control
centers/systems for current analyses of crime data and facilitating targeted responses. Both
measures of the organizational dimension are vastly supported by respondents. On average
across both measures, 77% of respondents support the organizational dimension of
militarization. When put into context, this finding is not entirely surprising given the fact that the
organizational dimension assesses an aspect of militarization that is not necessarily controversial.
For example, the use of tactical weapons and technology may pose a visible threat that can be
subject to concern, while overall organization of an entity into a strict hierarchy of authority is
not seemingly dangerous. However, this explanation does not apply to the operational dimension
of militarization.
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With regard to the operational dimension, only a substantial minority of respondents
(47.4%) support the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants. The
use of SWAT teams to conduct these types of warrants is considered a proactive strategy. Again,
it is important to note that while proactive policing is not an indication of militarization, the use
of SWAT teams for proactive strategies is. On that note, the use of SWAT teams for proactive
purposes may be perceived by the masses as an example of police militarization leading to
why less
respondents support this police practice in comparison to others previously mentioned.
As expected, the clear majority of respondents (77.6%) support police departments using
SWAT teams to react to active shooters and other immediate dangerous situations (e.g.,
terrorism). Similar to the guardian mentality item, this measure is a reverse coded item. The use
of SWAT teams to respond to active shooters and other similar situations is reactive in nature
and aligned to their original purpose. Hence, if the clear majority of respondents support the use
of SWAT teams for reactive purposes, then less respondents would support the use of SWAT
teams for proactive purposes as indicated by the univariate findings. Lastly, a clear majority of
respondents (60%) support the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations using
surveillance/detection technology. All items together, on average, a large minority of
respondents (40%) support the operational dimension of militarization. See Table 2 in Appendix
B for a complete summary of descriptive statistics associated with support measures of police
militarization.
Public attitudes regarding police-related factors
Another key aspect of this study was looking at public attitudes regarding police-related
factors such as procedural justice and police legitimacy. Concerning procedural justice, the clear
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majority of respondents (70%) agree with both survey measures of procedural justice. For police
legitimacy, on average across both survey measures, the clear majority of respondents (63%)
view the police as a legitimate entity. Furthermore, when combining both measures of public
perceptions of police effectiveness, 64% of respondents rate the overall effectiveness of their
local police as good or excellent.
Regarding, public experiences with the police, 91.8% of respondents had direct face-toface contact with a police officer. For indirect contact, 79.6% of respondents had previously
talked with family members about their experiences with the police. Furthermore, 81.8% of
respondents had previously talked with friends or neighbors about their experiences with the
police. However, overall, the majority of respondents (60%) rated the overall quality of their
experiences with the police as good or excellent, while 52% of respondents rated the overall
quality o

periences with the police as good or excellent.

Another indirect measure of public experiences with the police is exposure to the police
on various media sources. Approximately, 46.7% of respondents rated the overall image of the
police on national television news as positive. Regarding local news, 68.2% of respondents rated
the overall image of the police as positive. Quite differently, only 34.7% rated the overall image
of the police on internet news as positive. Similarly, only 32.6% of respondents rated the overall
image of the police on social media platforms (e.g., Facebook, Twitter, YouTube) as positive.
Across all media sources, a large minority of respondents (45.5%) rated the overall image of the
police as positive. And finally, for fear of crime, approximately 65% of respondents reported
being concerned about crime. See Table 3 in Appendix B for a full breakdown of descriptive
statistics for individual measures of police-related factors.
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Bivariate Analyses
Univariate analysis on its own provides a very superficial examination of trends in public
support for police militarization. Hence, it is beneficial to examine these individual variables
together to discern any relationships that may be present. To do this, the majority of the measures
were collapsed into dichotomous categories. For example, questions about police practices were
collapsed from a 5-point Likert scale (i.e., [1] strongly oppose, [2] oppose, [3] support, [4]
strongly support, [5] unsure) into a dichotomous variable (i.e., [0] Oppose, [1] Support). Unsure
responses were collapsed into the zero-category to avert the loss of data. Other questions are
similarly collapsed and have unsure responses coded as 0. Having these categorical variables
collapsed into dichotomous variables facilitates the interpretation of bivariate relationships.
Furthermore, it should be noted that individual measures that were developed to capture
each dimension

hat all

police militarization measures were internally consistent (.83), factor analysis revealed that these
individual measures did not load on separate factors that coincided with each dimension of
militarization. Therefore, individual measures of police militarization were not combined. This
will be further discussed in the limitations section. However, to simplify and organize the
presentation of the following results, individual measures of police militarization will still be
presented in accordance with their respective dimensions. Additionally, as a consequence of not
combining these measures, there were numerous bivariate relationships that were found. Due to
the density of the findings, significant relationships between the dependent and independent
variables will be summarized. The full results will be presented in tables located in Appendix C.
The following examines Chi-Square analyses for support measures of police militarization and
demographics.
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Support for police militarization and demographics
Demographic measures are always included in research studies because they can provide
powerful explanations for observed relationships. For example, gender, race, and income shape
the way people operate in the world, and hence can impact their experiences. While these
demographic questions can be significantly associated with certain outcomes, in this study,
gender, age, race, education, and income were not significantly related to support for police
militarization. However, there were a few exceptions that will be mentioned next.
For age, respondents ages 50 and older were more likely to support police departments
having a strict hierarchy of authority (i.e., chain of command) than respondents between the ages
of 20-29, 30-39, and 40-49. The Chi-Square value of 9.303 at 3 degrees of freedom was
statistically significant (p = .026), suggesting that these two variables are associated. For race,
respondents who identified as White/Caucasian were more likely to support the police using
SWAT teams to react to active shooters and other immediate dangerous situations (e.g.,
terrorism) than respondents who identified as Black/African American and Hispanic/Latino
(66.7%), X2 (3, N = 499) = 8.460, p = .037.
Similarly, for income, respondents with a reported income of between $60,000 to
$100,000 were more likely to support the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants than respondents with a reported income of less than $30,000, between
$30,000 to $60,000, and $100,000 or more. The Chi-Square value of 14.130 at 3 degrees of
freedom was statistically significant (p = .003), suggesting that support for this proactive
policing strategy is associated with income. Apart from these few instances, gender, age, race,
education, and income did not yield any significant relationships.
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Despite various demographic variables not being strongly related to support for police
militarization, political party was found to be more consistently significant across various police
practices. It should be noted that political party was dummy coded as Republican (1) and nonRepublican (0). In the material dimension, political party was strongly associated with both
measures of public support. Respondent who identified as Republican were more likely to
support the police using tactical equipment and tactical vehicles and tactical
surveillance/detection technology. In the cultural dimension, political party was strongly
associated with only two of the three measures of public support. Specifically, Republicans were
more likely to support police officers adopting a guardian mentality and police department hiring
ex-military personnel.
Furthermore, political party was not strongly associated with any public support measures
in the organizational dimension. At the same time, political party was only strongly associated
with one measure in the operational dimension. In this case, Republicans were more likely to
support the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants. Overall,
political party was only strongly related with support measures in three dimensions of
militarization. So generally, political party was strongly associated with support for police
militarization, which is exemplified by the overall measure of support for police militarization.
Overall, respondent who identified as Republican were more likely to support the police
using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical operations than non-Republicans.
The Chi-Square value of 17.095 at 1 degree of freedom was statistically significant (p = .000),
which suggests that overall support for police militarization is associated with Republican
identification. Additionally, respondents who identified as Republican were more likely to
believe that police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical
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operations increases public safety than non-Republicans, X 2 (1, N = 499) = 26.111, p = .000.
Furthermore, respondents who identified as Republican were less likely to believe that police use
of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical operations increases violations
-Republicans, X2 (1, N = 499) = 9.674, p = .002. In other words,
respondents who identified as Republican were more likely to believe that police militarization
increases public safety but not

See Figure 1 for a summary of

significant relationships between general demographics and support for police militarization.

Organizational

Operational

Overall

Figure 1.
Relationships between general demographics & support for police militarization
Support for police militarization
The police engaging in intelligence gathering operations
using surveillance/detection technology
The police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants
The police using SWAT teams for reactive purposes
Police departments having command & control
centers/systems
Police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority

Cultural

Police deprtaments hiring ex-military personnel
Police officers adopting a guardian mentality

Material

Police officers adopting a warrior mentality
The police using tactical surveillance/detection
technology
The police using tactical equipment/vehicles

Gender

Age

Race

Education

Political party

Notes: Each bar represents a statistically significant relationship, p < .05.
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Income

Alongside political party, there were other demographic variables that also consistently
exhibited strong relationships with support for police militarization. These include gun
ownership, military service, and police/criminal justice occupation. Gun ownership was only
associated with one measure in the material, cultural, and operational dimension. In the material
dimension, gun owners were more likely to support the police using tactical equipment and
tactical vehicles than non-gun owners. In the cultural dimension, gun owners were more likely to
support the police adopting a warrior mentality than non-gun owners. In the operational
dimension, respondents who were gun owners were more likely to support the police using
SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants than non-gun owners.
Overall, gun owners were more supportive of the police using tactical equipment,
technology, and engaging in tactical operations than non-gun owners. The Chi-Square value of
6.052 at 1 degree of freedom was statistically significant (p = .014), which suggests that overall
support for police militarization is related to gun ownership. Similarly, gun owners were more
likely to believe that police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical
operations increases public safety than non-gun owners, X 2 (1, N = 497) = 9.160, p = .002. That
said, there was no statistically significant relationship between gun ownership and the belief that

Additionally, respondents were asked if they had ever served in the military and if any of
their immediate family members had ever served in the military. In the cultural dimension,
respondents who served in the military were more likely to support police officers adopting a
warrior mentality than respondents who did not serve in the military, X 2 (1, N = 498) = 6.762, p
= .009. Apart from this measure of the cultural dimension, prior military service was not
significantly associated with any of the measures in the material, organizational, and operational
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dimensions. This indicates that support for police militarization across these dimensions of
militarization are independent from prior military service. This finding contradicts the logical
assumption that those who had served in the military are more likely to support the various
aspects of police militarization. Having said that, there was a strong relationship between
military service and overall support for police militarization.
Overall, respondents who served in the military were more likely to support the police
use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical operations than
respondents who did not serve in the military. The Chi-Square value of 7.638 at 1 degree of
freedom was statistically significant (p = .000), which suggests that overall support for police
militarization is associated with prior military service. Similarly, respondents who served in the
military were more likely to believe that police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the
engagement in tactical operations increases public safety than those with no prior military
experience, X2 (1, N = 500) = 5.794, p = .016. That said, the relationship between military
service and the belief
statistically significant. Alongside prior military service, respondents were also asked about the
military service of their immediate family members.
In this case, family military service was strongly associated with only one measure of
each dimension of militarization. In the material dimension, respondents with family members
who had served in the military were more likely to support the police using tactical
surveillance/detection technology than respondents who did not have any family members who
had served in the military. In the cultural dimension, respondents with family members who had
served in the military were more likely to support police departments hiring ex-military
personnel than respondents with no family members who had served in the military. In the
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organizational dimension, respondents with family members who had served in the military were
more likely to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority than respondents
with no family members who had served in the military. In the operational dimension,
respondents with family members who had served in the military were more likely to support the
police using SWAT teams to react to active shooters and other immediate dangerous situations
than respondents with no family members who had served in the military. Furthermore, family
military service was strongly related to overall support for police militarization.
Respondents who indicated that they had a family member who had served in the military
were more likely to support police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in
tactical operations than respondents with no family members who had served in the military. The
Chi-Square value of 4.118 at 1 degree of freedom was statistically significant (p = .042),
indicating that overall support for police militarization is related to family military service.
Furthermore, respondents with family members who had served in the military were more likely
to believe that police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical
operations increases public safety than respondents with no family members who had served in
the military, X2 (1, N = 498) = 10.165, p = .001. That said, the relationship between family
military service and the belief
was not statistically significant.
Finally, respondents were also asked if they had ever worked as a police officer or in the
criminal justice field. In this instance, there were no significant relationships between this
demographic variable and measures of support in the material and organizational dimensions.
However, in the cultural dimension, respondents who indicated that they had worked as a police
officer or in the criminal justice field were more likely to support police officers adopting a
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warrior mentality than respondents who did not. In the operational dimension, respondents who
had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were more likely to support the
police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants than respondents who did
not. Similarly, respondents who had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field
were more likely to support the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations using
surveillance/detection technology than respondents who did not. In a similar fashion, this
demographic measure was strongly associated with overall support for police militarization.
Respondents who had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were
more likely to support police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in
tactical operations than respondents who did not, X 2 (1, N = 493) = 10.579, p = .001. In addition,
respondents who had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were more likely
to believe that police militarization increases public safety than those who did not, X 2 (1, N =
497) = 15.943, p = .000. However, there was no significant relationship between the belief that
pol

having worked as a police officer

or in the criminal justice.
Furthermore, respondents were also asked if any of their immediate family members had
ever worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field. This demographic measure was
strongly associated with both measures of support in the material dimension. Respondents who
reported that a family member had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were
more likely to support the police using tactical equipment/vehicles and tactical surveillance
detection technology. Similarly, family police/criminal justice occupation was strongly
associated with two out of the three measures of support in the cultural dimension. Respondents
who reported that a family member had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field
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were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality and police departments
hiring ex-military personnel than respondents who indicated otherwise.
Regarding the organizational dimension, only one measure of public support was strongly
associated with family police/criminal justice occupation. However, in this instance, respondents
with a family member who had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were
less likely to support police department having command and control centers/systems than
respondents who did not. Additionally, family police/criminal justice occupation was strongly
associated with two measures of support in the operational dimension. Respondents who
reported that a family member had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice were
more likely to support the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants
and the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations using surveillance/detection
technology. Furthermore, as previous patterns indicated, family police/criminal justice
occupation was strongly associated with overall support for police militarization.
There was a significant relationship between support for police use of tactical equipment,
technology, and the engagement in tactical operations and family police/criminal justice
occupation, X2 (1, N = 492) = 12.526, p = .000). Respondents who reported that a family
member had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice were more likely to support
police militarization. Similarly, respondents who reported that a family member had worked as a
police officer or in the criminal justice were more inclined to believe that police militarization
increases public safety, X2 (1, N = 496) = 21.897, p = .000. See Figure 2 for a summary of
significant associations between other demographics and support for police militarization. Also,
see Table 4 in Appendix C for percentage differences between all demographic variables and
support for police militarization.
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Operational

Overall

Figure 2.
Relationships between other demographics & support for police militarization
Support for police militarization
The police engaging in intelligence gathering
operations using surveillance/detection technology
The police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants

Organizational

The police using SWAT teams for reactive purposes
Police departments having command & control
centers/systems
Police departments having a strict hierarchy of
authority

Cultural

Police deprtaments hiring ex-military personnel
Police officers adopting a guardian mentality

Material

Police officers adopting a warrior mentality
The police using tactical surveillance/detection
technology
The police using tactical equipment/vehicles
Gun ownership

Military experience

Police/CRJ occupation

Family police/CRJ occupation

Family military experience

Notes: Each bar represents a statistically significant relationship, p < .05. Checkered pattern bar indicates a
significant relationship in the opposite direction that was predicted.

Support for police militarization and police-related factors
The following presents bivariate Chi-Square analyses for the relationships between the
support for police militarization and police-related factors. It should be noted that numerous
relationships between variables were found to be statistically significant. Furthermore, given that
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individual police-related factors are measured by two or more survey items, it becomes
overdrawn to mention every single bivariate analysis. Therefore, to help simplify the
presentation of the results, general trends will be mentioned, and tables and appendices will be
referenced heavily.
Procedural justice
The literature contends that police-related factors such as procedural justice, police
legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, and
fear of crime impact

beliefs of the police. Hence, it is

predicted that these police-related factors will influence support for police militarization across
various dimensions. Specifically, it is contended that these police-related factors will be
positively associated with support for police militarization. The relationship between procedural
justice and support for police militarization is examined first.
Procedural justice was measured with two survey items. The first survey item captured
the respect quality of procedural justice, while the second item captured the fairness aspect. To
begin, both measures of procedural justice were significantly associated with both measures of
public support for police militarization in the material dimension. In other words, respondents
who were treated procedurally just were more likely to support the police using tactical
equipment/vehicles and tactical surveillance/detection technology. Furthermore, the relationship
between these variables was positively associated and were in the direction that was predicted.
Moreover, both measures of procedural justice were significantly related to most
measures of support in the cultural dimension. Specifically, respondents who agreed with both
procedural justice measures were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior
mentality. That said, only the respect measure of procedural justice was significantly associated
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with support for the guardian mentality. Nevertheless, both measures of procedural justice were
significantly associated with support for police departments hiring ex-military personnel. Again,
all significant relationships between these variables were positively associated and were in the
direction that was predicted.
Likewise, all measures of procedural justice were significantly associated with both
measures of support for police militarization in the organizational dimension. Respondents who
agreed with both measures of procedural justice were more likely to support police departments
having a strict hierarchy of authority and having command and control centers/systems than
respondents who disagreed. Again, all significant relationships between these variables were
positively associated. Similar results were found for support measures in the operational
dimension.
Comparably, all measures of procedural justice were strongly related to measures of
support in the operational dimension. In other words, respondents who were treated in a
procedurally just by the police were more likely to support the police using SWAT teams to react
to active shooters, to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants, and to engage in intelligence
gathering operations using surveillance/detection technology than respondents who were treated
otherwise. In this case, all significant relationships between these variables were positively
associated. Similar results were found for overall support for police militarization.
Both measures of procedural justice were significantly related to overall support for
police militarization. Respondents who agreed that that their local police treat citizens with
dignity and respect were more supportive of police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the
engagement in tactical operations than respondents who disagreed. The association between
these two variables was statistically significant, X 2 (1, N = 496) = 67.634, p = .000. At the same
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time, respondents who agreed that their local police treat people fairly were more supportive of
police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical operations than
respondents who disagreed. The relationship between these two variables was also statistically
significant, X2 (1, N = 491) = 77.146, p = .000. Furthermore, all significant relationships
between these variables were positively associated, which indicates that positive perceptions of
procedural justice are associated with greater overall support for police militarization. A similar
trend is found for the relationship between procedural justice and beliefs regarding police
militarization.
To examine beliefs of police militarization, perceptions of public safety and civil liberties
regarding police militarization were measured. In this case, both measures of procedural justice
were significantly associated with these specific measures of police militarization. Respondents
who agreed with both measures of procedural justice were more likely to believe that police
militarization increases public safety than respondents who disagreed. That said, respondents
who agreed with both measures of procedural justice were less inclined to believe that police
militarization increases violations of citi

tionships are in the opposite

direction, they still align theoretically. The belief that police militarization increases public safety
ted
procedurally just are more likely to support the police, and also believe that police militarization
increases p
percentage differences between support measures of police militarization and procedural justice.
Police legitimacy
Police legitimacy was measured with two survey items. The first question asked
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The second question asked respondents if they disagree or agree that the police can be trusted to
make decisions that are right for their community. In this case, both measures of police
legitimacy were significantly associated with both measures of public support for police
militarization in the material dimension. In other words, respondents who agreed with measures
of police legitimacy were more likely to support the police using tactical equipment/vehicles and
tactical surveillance/detection technology. Also, the relationship between these variables was in
the direction that was predicted.
Furthermore, both measures of police legitimacy were significantly related to most
measures of support in the cultural dimension. Specifically, respondents who agreed with both
police legitimacy measures were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior
mentality. That said, both measures of police legitimacy were not significantly associated with
support for the guardian mentality. Nevertheless, both measures of police legitimacy were
significantly associated with support for police departments hiring ex-military personnel. All
significant relationships between these variables were positively associated and were in the
direction that was predicted.
Likewise, all measures of police legitimacy were significantly associated with both
measures of support in the organizational dimension. Respondents who agreed with both
measures of police legitimacy were more likely to support police departments having a strict
hierarchy of authority and having command and control centers/systems than respondents who
disagreed. Again, all significant relationships between these variables were positively associated.
Similar results were found in the operational dimension.
Comparably, all measures of police legitimacy were strongly related to measures of
support in the operational dimension. In other words, respondents who agreed with measures of
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police legitimacy were more likely to support the police using SWAT teams to react to active
shooters, conducting no-knock drug/search warrants, and engaging in intelligence gathering
operations using surveillance/detection technology than respondents who indicated otherwise. In
this case, all significant relationships between these variables were positively associated. Overall
support for police militarization is examined next.
Both measures of police legitimacy were significantly related to overall support for police
police
were more supportive of the police using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical
operations than respondents who disagreed. The association between these two variables was
statistically significant, X2 (1, N = 495) = 70.448, p = .000. At the same time, respondents who
agreed that the police can be trusted to make decisions that are right for their community were
more supportive of the police using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical
operations than respondents who disagreed. The relationship between these two variables was
also statistically significant, X2 (1, N = 494) = 64.496, p = .000. Similarly, all significant
relationships between these variables were positively associated. In other words, positive views
of police legitimacy are associated with greater overall support for police militarization. The
relationship between police legitimacy and beliefs regarding police militarization is examined
next.
In this case, both measures of police legitimacy were significantly associated with both
measures of police militarization. Respondents who agreed with both measures of police
legitimacy were more likely to believe that police militarization increases public safety than
respondents who disagreed. That said, respondents who agreed with both measures of police
legitimacy were less inclined to believe that police militarizatio
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rights. As previously explained, while both relationships are in the opposite direction, they still
align theoretically. People who perceive the police as a legitimate entity are more likely to view
the police in a more positive light rather than compromising peoples rights. See Table 6 in
Appendix C for percentage differences between police legitimacy and support for police
militarization. To recap, see Figure 3 for a summary of significant associations between
procedural justice/police legitimacy and support for police militarization

Operational

Overall

Figure 3.
Relationships between procedural justice/police legitimacy & support for police militarization
Support for police militarization
The police engaging in intelligence gathering
operations using surveillance/detection technology
The police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants

Organizational

The police using SWAT teams for reactive purposes
Police departments having command & control
centers/systems
Police departments having a strict hierarchy of
authority

Cultural

Police deprtaments hiring ex-military personnel
Police officers adopting a guardian mentality

Material

Police officers adopting a warrior mentality
The police using tactical surveillance/detection
technology
The police using tactical equipment/vehicles
PJ - Dignity & respect

PJ - Police treat people fairly

PL - Police protect rights

PL - Trust in police

Notes: Each bar represents a statistically significant relationship, p < .05. Abbreviated letters in legend refer to the
following: PJ for procedural justice and PL for police legitimacy.

55

Public perceptions of police effectiveness
For public perceptions of police effectiveness, respondents were asked to rate the job
performance of their local police department as either poor, fair, good, excellent, and unsure.
Specifically, respondents were asked to rate the police s ability to work together with residents
to solve local problems and prevent crime in their neighborhood. To reiterate, both items of
police effectiveness were collapsed into a dichotomous variable. In other words, poor, fair, and
unsure responses were collapsed into one category, while good and excellent were collapsed into
the second category.
For public perceptions police effectiveness, both measures were significantly associated
with all measures of public support for police militarization in the material dimension. That is to
say that respondents who rated the job performance of their local police in both measures as
good/excellent were more likely to support the police using tactical equipment/vehicles and
tactical surveillance/detection technology. In both cases, all significant relationships between
these variables were positively associated and were in the direction that was predicted.
Quite similarly, both measures of public perceptions of police effectiveness were
significantly related to all measures of support in the cultural dimension. Specifically,
respondents who rated the job performance of their local police as good/excellent in both
measures were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality. Furthermore,
both measures of public perceptions of police effectiveness were significantly associated with
support for the guardian mentality. In addition, both measures of public perceptions of police
effectiveness were significantly associated with support for police departments hiring ex-military
personnel. Again, all significant relationships between these variables were positively associated
and were in the direction that was predicted.

56

Likewise, all measures of public perceptions of police effectiveness were significantly
associated with both measures of support in the organizational dimension. Respondents who
rated the job performance of their local police as good/excellent in both measures were more
likely to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority. As well, these
respondents were more likely to support police departments having command and control
centers/systems. In this case, all significant relationships between these variables were positively
associated and were in the direction that was predicted. Similar results were found for measures
in the operational dimension of militarization.
Comparably, all measures of public perceptions of police effectiveness were strongly
related to measures of support in the operational dimension. In other words, respondents who
rated the job performance of their local police as good/excellent in both measures were more
likely to support the police using SWAT teams to react to active shooters, conducting no-knock
drug/search warrants, and engaging in intelligence gathering operations using
surveillance/detection technology. Furthermore, all significant relationships between these
variables were positively associated and were in the direction that was predicted. Similar results
were found for overall support for police militarization.
Both measures of public perceptions of police effectiveness were significantly related to

together with residents to solve local problems as good/excellent were more supportive of the
police using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical operations. The association
between these two variables was statistically significant, X 2 (1, N = 495) = 70.448, p = .000. At
the same time, respondents who rated
neighborhood as good/excellent were more supportive of the police using tactical equipment,
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technology, and engaging in tactical operations. The relationship between these two variables
was statistically significant, X2 (1, N = 494) = 64.496, p = .000. In this case, all significant
relationships between these variables were positively associated, which indicates that positive
perceptions of police effectiveness are associated with greater overall support for police
militarization. The relationship between public perceptions of police effectiveness and beliefs
about police militarization is examined next.
Both measures of public perceptions of police effectiveness were significantly associated
with perceptions of public safety and civil liberties regarding police militarization. Respondents
who rated the job performance of their local police as good/excellent in both measures were
more likely to believe that police militarization increases public safety. However, respondents
who rated the job performance of their local police as good/excellent in both measures were less

explained, while both relationships are in the opposite direction, they still align theoretically. In
other words, respondents who think that the police are doing their job effectively are more likely
to belief that police militarization increases public safety but not violations of citizens rights.
See Figure 4 for a summary of significant associations between public perceptions of police
effectiveness and support for police militarization. Also, see Table 6 in Appendix C for a
summary of percentage differences between public perceptions of police effectiveness and
support for police militarization.
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Organizational

Operational

Overall

Figure 4.
Relationships between perceptions of police effectiveness & support for police militarization
Support for police militarization
The police engaging in intelligence gathering
operations using surveillance/detection technology
The police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants
The police using SWAT teams for reactive purposes
Police departments having command & control
centers/systems
Police departments having a strict hierarchy of
authority

Cultural

Police deprtaments hiring ex-military personnel
Police officers adopting a guardian mentality

Material

Police officers adopting a warrior mentality
The police using tactical surveillance/detection
technology
The police using tactical equipment/vehicles
PE - Police solve local problems

PE - Police prevent crime

Notes: Each bar represents a statistically significant relationship, p < .05. Abbreviated letters in the legend refer to
the following: PE for public perceptions of police effectiveness.

Public experiences with the police
Public experiences with the police can take make many forms. For example, people can
interact with the police directly through face-to-face contact or indirectly through the experiences

of the police. To examine this relationship, the frequency of police citizen interactions was
measured. Respondents were asked if they had any direct face-to-face contact with a police
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officer, whether they had talked with family members about their experiences with the police,
and whether they had talked with friends or neighbors about their experiences with the police.
These questions examine the frequency of both direct and indirect citizen interactions with the
police.
Overall, these measures of police-citizen interactions were not significantly associated
with any measures of public support for police militarization across all dimensions of
militarization. The same was found for overall support for police militarization and the belief
that police militarization increases public safety. However, the belief that police militarization
was significantly related to direct and indirect frequency
contacts with the police.
Respondents who had direct face-to-face contact with a police officer were more inclined
to believe
had no contact, X2 (1, N = 500) = 4.281, p = .039. Furthermore, respondents who had talked with
family members about their experiences with the police were more likely to believe that police

family members, X2 (1, N = 500) = 7.151, p = .007. Similarly, respondents who had talked with
friends or neighbors about their experiences with the police were more likely to believe that

with friends or neighbors, X2 (1, N = 499) = 11.991, p = .001. Despite these findings, overall, the
frequency of direct and indirect police-citizen interactions was not significantly associated with
support measures of police militarization (See Table 6 in Appendix C). This generally makes
sense given that the frequency of direct and indirect police-citizen interactions does not inform
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us about the actual quality of these interactions. To further explore this, the quality of these
police-citizen interactions was also measured.
Respondents were asked to rate their overall direct experiences with the police regarding
the quality of outcome received (respond quickly, solved problems) and the quality of treatment
received (respectful, fair treatment, listened before acting). Respondents rated these experiences
on a scale from poor, fair, good, excellent, no experience, or unsure. To dichotomize these
variables, fair, good, and excellent were collapsed into a single category indicating positive
experience, while poor and no experience were left in their own separate categories. In this
specific instance, unsure responses were categorized as missing.
In this case, both measures of quality of experience with the police were significantly
associated with both measures of support in the material dimension. In other words, respondents
who rated their quality of experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent)
were more likely to support the police using tactical equipment/vehicles and tactical
surveillance/detection technology than respondents who rated their experiences as poor. That
said, respondents who reported not having any experience with the police were slightly more
supportive of these police practices than respondents who reported a positive experience (i.e.,
fair, good, or excellent). This is an interesting finding that will be explored later on. For the most
part, all significant relationships between these variables were in the direction that was predicted.
Furthermore, both measures of quality of experience were significantly related to most
measures of support in the cultural dimension. Specifically, respondents who rated their quality
of experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more likely to
support police officers adopting a warrior mentality than respondents who reported a poor
experience. However, both measures of quality of experience with the police were not
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significantly associated with support for the guardian mentality. In addition, respondent who
rated their quality of experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were
more likely to support police departments hiring ex-military personnel than respondents who
rated their experience as poor. It should be noted that respondents who reported no experience
generally elicited lower levels of support than those who reported a positive experience, but
occasionally elicited greater levels of support. Nevertheless, all significant relationships between
variables were positively associated and were in the direction that was predicted.
Additionally, all measures of quality of experience with the police were significantly
associated with both measures of support in the organizational dimension. Respondents who
rated their quality of experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were
more likely to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority and having
command and control centers/systems. Regarding respondents who reported no experience, these
individuals at times reported higher levels support than respondents who reported a positive
experience. That said, all significant relationships between variables were positively associated
and were in the direction that was predicted. Similar results were found for the operational
dimension.
Comparably, all measures of quality of experience with the police were strongly related
to measures of support in the operational dimension. In other words, respondents who rated their
quality of experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more likely to
support the police using SWAT teams to react to active shooters, to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants, and to engage in intelligence gathering operations using
surveillance/detection technology than respondents who reported a poor experience.
Furthermore, respondents who reported no experience were generally less likely to support these
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police practices than respondents who reported a positive experience. In this case, all significant
relationships between variables were positively associated and were in the direction that was
predicted. This positive association is further exemplified by the relationship between the quality
of experience with the police and overall support for police militarization.
Specifically, respondents who rated their quality of outcome received as
fair/good/excellent were more supportive of the police using tactical equipment, technology, and
engaging in tactical operations. The association between these two variables was statistically
significant, X2 (1, N = 495) = 70.448, p = .000. At the same time, respondents who rated their
quality of treatment received as fair/good/excellent were more supportive of the police using
tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical operations. Again, the relationship
between these two variables was statistically significant, X2 (1, N = 494) = 64.496, p = .000. In
both cases, respondents who reported a positive experience with the police were more likely to
support police militarization overall than respondents who reported a poor experience or no
experience at all. Similarly, all significant relationships between variables were positively
associated and were in the direction that was predicted.
For perceptions of public safety and civil liberties regarding police militarization, all
measures of quality of experience with the police were significantly associated with these
measures of police militarization. Respondents who rated their quality of experience with the
police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more likely to believe that police
militarization increases public safety. In this case, respondents who reported a positive
experience with the police were more likely to believe this than respondents who reported a poor
experience or no experience at all. However, respondents who rated their quality of experience
with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were less inclined to believe that police
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militarization increases violations of citizens rights. In other words, respondents who reported a
poor experience were more likely to believe that police militarization increases violations of
oth relationships are in the opposite direction,
they still align theoretically.
As the findings indicate, the quality of direct public experiences with the police matters.
However, another aspect of these experiences is the nature of indirect public experiences with
the police. To explore this, r

es

with the police regarding the quality of outcome received (respond quickly, solved problems)
and the quality of treatment received (respectful, fair treatment, listened before acting).
Similarly, these indirect measures of quality of experiences with the police were collapsed in the
same manner as direct measures of quality of experiences with the police.
In this case, both measures of quality of indirect experience with the police were
significantly associated with both measures of public support for police militarization in the
m
experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more likely to support
the police using tactical equipment/vehicles and tactical surveillance/detection technology than
respondents who rated their experience as poor. Furthermore, respondents who reported that their
family or friends did not have an experience had similar levels of support as those who reported
a positive family/friend experience. For the most part, most significant relationships between
these variables were positively associated and were in the direction that was predicted.
Furthermore, both measures of quality of indirect experience with the police were
significantly related to most measures of support in the cultural dimension. Specifically,
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fair, good, or excellent) were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality
than respondents who reported a poor experience. However, both measures of quality of indirect
experience with the police were not significantly associated with support for the guardian
mentality. In addition, respondents who rated their family/f
police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more likely to support police departments
hiring ex-military personnel than respondents who rated their experience as poor. It should be
noted that respondents who reported no experience generally elicited similar levels of support as
those who reported a positive experience. Nevertheless, all significant relationships between
these variables were positively associated and were in the direction that was predicted.
Similar to previous findings, measures of quality of indirect experience with the police
were significantly associated with most support measures in the organizational dimension. The
indirect quality of outcome measure was not significantly related with support for police
departments having a strict hierarchy of authority. That said, the indirect quality of treatment
measure was significantly associated with support for police departments having a strict
hierarchy of authority. Furthermore, both measures of quality of experience were significantly
associated with support for police departments having command and control centers/systems.
Regarding respondents who reported no experience, these individuals elicited similar levels
support as those who reported a positive experience. Again, all significant relationships between
variables were positively associated and were in the direction that was predicted.
Comparably, all indirect measures of quality of experience with the police were strongly
related to most measures of support in the operational dimension. Respondents who rated their
quality of experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent)
were more likely to support the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search
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warrants and engaging in intelligence gathering operations using surveillance/detection
technology. Therefore, indirect positive experience with the police was associated with more
support for these police practices than an indirect poor experience. Furthermore, respondents
who reported no experience were generally less likely to support these police practices than
respondents who reported a positive experience. Hence, all significant relationships between
variables were positively associated. Similar results were found for overall support for police
militarization.
In this case, all indirect measures of quality of experience with the police were
significantly related to overall support for police militarization. Respondents who rated their
fa

received as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more

supportive of the police using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical
operations. The association between these two variables was statistically significant, X 2 (2, N =
448) = 20.127, p = .000
treatment received as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more supportive of the police
using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical operations, X 2 (2, N = 446) =
25.164, p = .000. In both cases, respondents who reported an indirect positive experience with
the police were more likely to support police militarization overall than respondents who
reported an indirect poor experience. Furthermore, respondents who reported no experience
generally elicited similar levels of support as those who reported a positive (i.e., fair, good, or
excellent) experience. Nevertheless, all significant relationships between variables were
positively associated (see Table 6 in Appendix C). Similar results were found for the relationship
between indirect experiences with the police and beliefs regarding police militarization.
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Regarding perceptions of public safety and civil liberties about police militarization, all
indirect measures of quality of experience with the police were significantly associated with
of
experience with the police as positive (i.e., fair, good, or excellent) were more likely to believe
that police militarization increases public safety. However, respondents who rated their
ve (i.e., fair, good, or excellent)
were less inclined to believe that police militarization increases violations of c
However, as previously explained, while both relationships are in the opposite direction, they
still align theoretically. For a full breakdown of percentage differences see Table 6 in Appendix
C. To recap, see Figure 5 for a summary of significant associations between measures of
direct/indirect quality of experience with the police and support for police militarization.
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Operational

Overall

Figure 5.
Relationships between quality of experience with the police & support for police militarization
Support for police militarization
The police engaging in intelligence gathering
operations using surveillance/detection technology
The police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants

Organizational

The police using SWAT teams for reactive purposes
Police departments having command & control
centers/systems
Police departments having a strict hierarchy of
authority

Cultural

Police deprtaments hiring ex-military personnel
Police officers adopting a guardian mentality

Material

Police officers adopting a warrior mentality
The police using tactical surveillance/detection
technology
The police using tactical equipment/vehicles

PX - Direct quality of outcome

PX - Direct quality of treatment

PX - Indirect quality of outcome

PX - Indirect quality of treatment

Notes: Each bar represents a statistically significant relationship, p < .05. Abbreviated letters in the legend refer to
the following: PX for experiences with the police.

Another way people indirectly experience the police is through exposure from various
forms of media. To assesses this, respondents were asked to rate the image portrayal of the police
on national television news, local television news, internet news, and social media (e.g.,
Facebook, Twitter, YouTube). Respondents rated police image on a scale from very negative,
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negative, positive, very positive, and unsure. To dichotomize these variables, very negative,
negative, and unsure were collapsed into a single category indicating negative image, while very
positive and positive were collapsed into as single category representing positive image.
Police image portrayal on national television news was not significantly associated with
any support measures in the material dimension. However, police image portrayal on national
television news was significantly related to only one support measure in the cultural dimension.
Respondents who rated the image of the police on national television as positive were more
likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality than respondents who rated their
image as negative. That said, support for police officers adopting a guardian mentality and
support for police departments hiring ex-military personnel was not significantly associated with
police image portrayal on national television news.
At the same time, police image portrayal on national television news was not
significantly related to any measures of support for police militarization in the organizational
dimension. However, police image portrayal on national television news was significantly
related to only one support measure in the operational dimension. Respondents who rated the
image portrayal of the police on national television news as positive were more likely to support
the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations using surveillance/detection technology
than respondents who rated their image as negative. Overall, police image portrayal on national
television news was not significantly related to most support measures of police militarization
across all four dimensions of militarization. This is exemplified in the overall support measure
for police militarization.
Regarding overall support for police militarization, the relationship between support for
police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical operations and
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police image portrayal on national television news was not statistically significant, X 2 (1, N =
495) = 2.178, p = .140. Therefore, the level of support for police militarization overall does not
differ by positive or negative police image portrayal on national television news.
Similarly, the relationship between the belief that police militarization increases public
safety and police image portrayal on national television news was not statistically significant.
Having said that, respondents who rated the image of the police on national television news as
positive were more inclined to believe that police militarization incr
rights than respondents who rated their image as negative. The relationship between these two
variables was statistically significant, X2 (1, N = 499) = 21.167, p = .000. In this case, this
relationship is counterintuitive to what was expected.
In addition to national television news, respondents were asked to rate the image
portrayal of the police on local television news. Police image portrayal on local television news
was not significantly associated with any support measures in the material dimension. That said,
police image portrayal on local television news was significantly related to only one support
measure in the cultural dimension. Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the police on
local television as positive were more likely to support police officers adopting a guardian
mentality than respondents who rated their image as negative. That said, support for police
officers adopting a warrior mentality and support for police departments hiring ex-military
personnel was not significantly associated with police image portrayal on local television news.
Concurrently, police image portrayal on local television news was significantly related to
only one support measure in the organizational dimension. Respondent who rated the image of
the police on local television news as positive were more likely to support police departments
having command and control centers/systems than respondents who rated their image as
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negative. Similarly, police image portrayal on local television news was significantly related to
only one support measure in the operational dimension. Respondents who rated the image of the
police on local television news as positive were more likely to support the police using SWAT
teams to react to active shooters and other immediate dangerous situations than respondents who
rated their image as negative. Overall, police image portrayal on local television news was not
significantly related to most support measures of police militarization across all four dimensions.
However, the overall support measure for police militarization indicates a different outcome.
Regarding overall support for police militarization, the relationship between support for
police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical operations and
police image portrayal on local television news was statistically significant, X 2 (1, N = 493) =
13.217, p = .000. Respondents who rated the image of the police on local television news as
positive were more likely to support police militarization overall than respondents who rated
their image as negative. Therefore, the level of support for police militarization overall does
differ by whether respondents rate the image portrayal of the police on local television news as
negative or positive.
Similarly, the relationship between the belief that police militarization increases public
safety and police image portrayal on local television news was statistically significant, X 2 (1, N =
497) = 14.647, p = .000. Respondents who rated the image of the police on local television news
as positive were more likely to think that police militarization increases public safety. Having
said that, the relationship between the belief that police militarization increases violations of
rights and police image portrayal on local television news was not statistically
significant, X2 (1, N = 497) = 1.207, p = .272. Police image portrayal on Internet news is
examined next.
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Aside from television news, the general public is also exposed to images of the police on
the Internet. Police image portrayal on Internet news was significantly associated with both
support measures in the material dimension. Respondents who rated the image of the police on
Internet news as positive were more likely to support the police using tactical equipment/vehicles
and tactical surveillance detection technology. In other words, these respondents were more
likely to support these police practices than respondents who reported a negative image portrayal
of the police. However, police image portrayal on Internet news was significantly related to only
one support measure in the cultural dimension. Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the
police on Internet news as positive were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior
mentality than respondents who rated their image as negative.
Moreover, police image portrayal on Internet news was not significantly related to any
support measures in the organizational dimension of militarization. That said, quite differently,
police image portrayal on Internet news was significantly related to most support measures in the
operational dimension. Respondent who rated the image portrayal of the police on Internet news
as positive were more likely to support police departments using SWAT teams to conduct noknock drug/search warrants and the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations. In both
cases, these respondents were more likely to support these police practices than respondents who
reported a negative image portrayal of the police. Overall, police image portrayal on Internet
news was significantly related to only some support measures of police militarization across all
four dimensions.
Regarding overall support for police militarization, the relationship between support for
police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical operations and
police image portrayal on Internet news was statistically significant, X 2 (1, N = 495) = 7.792, p =
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.005. Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the police on Internet news as positive were
more likely to support police militarization overall than respondents who rated their image as
negative. Therefore, the level of support for police militarization overall does differ by whether
respondents rate the image of the police on Internet news as negative or positive.
Similarly, the relationship between the belief that police militarization increases public
safety and police image portrayal on Internet news was statistically significant, X 2 (1, N = 499) =
17.521, p = .000. Respondents who rated the image of the police on Internet news as positive
were more likely to think that police militarization increases public safety. Moreover, the
relationship between the belief that police militarization i
and police image portrayal on Internet news was also statistically significant, X 2 (1, N = 499) =
6.614, p = .010. Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the police on Internet news as
positive were more likely
rights. Again, this finding is counterintuitive to what was expected. These counterintuitive
findings will be explored later on. Social media is examined next.
Social media platforms have become very relevant in modern day. Therefore, image
portrayal of the police on social media (e.g., Facebook, Twitter, YouTube) has become another
avenue by which to examine public perceptions of the police. Respondents who rated the image
portrayal of the police on social media platforms as positive were more likely to support the
police using tactical equipment/vehicles and tactical surveillance detection technology. In other
words, these respondents were more likely to support these police practices than respondents
who reported a negative image portrayal of the police. That said, police image portrayal on social
media platforms was significantly related to only one support measure in the cultural dimension.
Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the police on social media platforms as positive
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were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality than respondents who
rated their image as negative.
However, police image portrayal on social media platforms was not significantly related
to any support measures in the organizational dimension. Furthermore, quite differently, police
image portrayal on social media platforms was significantly related to most support measures in
the operational dimension. Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the police on social
media platforms as positive were more likely to support police departments using SWAT teams
to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants and the police engaging in intelligence gathering
operations. In both cases, these respondents were more likely to support these police practices
than respondents who reported a negative image portrayal of the police on social media
platforms. Overall, police image portrayal on social media platforms was significantly related to
only some support measures of police militarization across all four dimensions.
Regarding overall support for police militarization, the relationship between support for
police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in tactical operations and
police image portrayal on social media platforms was statistically significant, X 2 (1, N = 495) =
14.344, p = .000. Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the police on social media
platforms as positive were more likely to support police militarization overall than respondents
who rated their image as negative. Therefore, the level of support for police militarization overall
does differ by whether respondents rate the image portrayal of the police on social media
platforms as negative or positive.
Similarly, the relationship between the belief that police militarization increases public
safety and police image portrayal on social media platforms was statistically significant.
Respondents who rated the image portrayal of the police on social media platforms as positive
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were more likely to think that police militarization increases public safety, X 2 (1, N = 499) =
16.937, p = .000. However, the relationship between the belief that police militarization
increases violations of c

age portrayal on social media platforms was

not statistically significant, X2 (1, N = 499) = 2.517, p = .113. See Figure 6 for a summary of
significant associations between police image portrayal and support for police militarization. For
a full breakdown of percentage differences see Table 6 in Appendix C.

Operational

Overall

Figure 6.
Relationships between police image portrayal & support for police militarization
Support for police militarization
The police engaging in intelligence gathering
operations using surveillance/detection technology
The police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants

Organizational

The police using SWAT teams for reactive purposes
Police departments having command & control
centers/systems
Police departments having a strict hierarchy of
authority

Cultural

Police deprtaments hiring ex-military personnel
Police officers adopting a guardian mentality

Material

Police officers adopting a warrior mentality
The police using tactical surveillance/detection
technology
The police using tactical equipment/vehicles
PX - National TV news

PX - Local TV news

PX - Internet news

PX - Social media

Notes: Each bar represents a statistically significant relationship, p < .05. Abbreviated letters in the legend refer to
the following: PX for experiences with the police.
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Fear of crime
The literature reveals that public experiences with the police, which can entail
perceptions of procedural justice, police legitimacy, and police effectiveness
perceptions of the police. Nevertheless, past research has also indicated that fear of crime can
have an even stronger influence on people s perceptions of the police. To measure fear of crime,
respondents were asked if they were concerned about having someone break into their home and
being physically assaulted by a stranger. They responded by indicating if they were not
concerned, moderately concerned, or highly concerned about experiencing these crimes. To
dichotomize these fear of crime questions, moderately concerned and highly concerned were
collapsed into a unitary category indicating overall concern, while not concerned was left as is.
Both measures of fear of crime were significantly associated with all support measures in
the material dimension. In other words, respondents who were concerned about crime were more
likely to support the police using tactical equipment/vehicles and tactical surveillance/detection
technology. In this case, all significant relationships between these variables were in the
direction that was predicted.
Similarly, all measures of fear of crime were significantly related to most support
measures in the cultural dimension. Specifically, respondents who were concerned about crime
were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality. Furthermore, both
measures of fear of crime were significantly associated with support for the guardian mentality.
However, as expected, respondents who reported being concerned about crime were less likely to
support the guardian mentality than respondents who were not concerned. In this case, it can be
deduced that respondents with higher levels of fear of crime most likely prefer police officers to
adopt a more aggressive mentality to fight crime. Furthermore, only one measure of fear of crime
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was significantly associated with support for police departments hiring ex-military personnel.
Respondents who were concerned about having someone break into their home were more likely
to support police departments hiring ex-military personnel. Nevertheless, all significant
relationships between variables were in the direction that was predicted.
However, both measures of fear of crime were not significantly associated with any
support measures in the organizational dimension. That said, measures of fear of crime were
strongly related to most support measures in the operational dimension. Respondents who
indicated being concerned about crime were more likely to support the police using SWAT
teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants and the police engaging in intelligence
gathering operations using surveillance/detection technology. That said, only one measure of fear
of crime was significantly associated with support for the police using SWAT teams to react to
active shooters and other immediate dangerous situations. Respondents who reported being
concerned about being physically assaulted by a stranger were less likely to support this reactive
policing strategy. Despite this, most significant relationships between variables were in the
direction that was predicted. Overall support for police militarization is examined next.
Both measures of fear of crime were significantly related to overall support for police
militarization. Respondents who reported being concerned about having someone break into their
home were more supportive of the police using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in
tactical operations. The association between these two variables was statistically significant, X 2
(1, N = 495) = 16.860, p = .000. At the same time, respondents who reported being concerned
about being physically assaulted by a stranger were more supportive of police militarization
overall, X2 (1, N = 495) = 15.582, p = .000. Similarly, all significant relationships between
variables were positively associated.
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Regarding police militarization beliefs, both measures of fear of crime were significantly
associated with the belief that police militarization increases public safety, X 2 (1, N = 499) =
24.676, p = .000; X2 (1, N = 499) = 22.036, p = .000. However, both measures of fear of crime
were not significantly associated with the belief that police militarization increases violations of
. See Figure 7 for a summary of significant associations between fear of crime
measures and support for police militarization. Also, see Table 5 in Appendix C for percentages.

Figure 7.

Operational

Overall

Relationships between fear of crime & support for police militarization
Support for police militarization
The police engaging in intelligence gathering
operations using surveillance/detection technology
The police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants

Organizational

The police using SWAT teams for reactive purposes
Police departments having command & control
centers/systems
Police departments having a strict hierarchy of
authority

Cultural

Police deprtaments hiring ex-military personnel
Police officers adopting a guardian mentality

Material

Police officers adopting a warrior mentality
The police using tactical surveillance/detection
technology
The police using tactical equipment/vehicles
FC - House break in

FC - Physical assault by a stranger

Notes: Each bar represents a statistically significant relationship, p < .05. Abbreviated letters in the legend refer to
the following: FC for fear of crime. Checkered pattern bar indicates a significant relationship in the opposite
direction that was predicted.
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Multivariate Analyses
One of the central questions in this study is whether public support for police
militarization is predicted by normative and instrumental factors. Thus far, Chi-Square bivariate
analyses have revealed several statistically significant relationships between measures of policerelated factors (e.g., procedural justice, police legitimacy), demographics, and support for police
militarization across four dimensions of militarization. While these findings are informative, the
relationships among these variables do not control for the net impact of all variables. Hence,
multivariate linear regression analyses were utilized to partial out the strongest predictors of
public support for police militarization while holding other variables constant.
Again, it should be noted that the original intention was to combine measures of police
militarization and categorize them into their appropriate dimensions of militarization (i.e.,
material, cultural, organizational, and operational). Hence, one measure would represent each
dimension of militarization. Unfortunately, factor analysis revealed that these measures of police
militarization do not load onto four separate factors, and therefore cannot be combined. This is a
limitation that will be further discussed in the limitations section. Regardless of this, the
individual measures of police militarization provide fruitful avenues for assessing public support
for police practices that pertain to militarized tenets. Therefore, all measures of police
militarization are treated individually, however they are still organized according to their
dimensions. This produced thirteen different linear regression models which are presented next.
Predictors of support measures in the material dimension
The first support measure of police militarization that is explored is whether respondents
oppose or support the police using tactical equipment (e.g., assault weapons) and tactical
vehicles (e.g., armored transportation vehicles). All variables in the model include measures for
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procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. The net impact of all these
independent variables were assessed on this measure of public support for police militarization.
Overall, the strongest predictors of support for police use of tactical equipment and
tactical vehicles are police legitimacy, fear of crime, and political party, R 2 = .322, F(36, 374) =
4.924, p < .000. For police legitimacy, respondents who agreed with the statement that the police
can be trusted to make decisions that are right for their community were more likely to support
the police using tactical equipment and tactical vehicles. Regarding fear of crime, respondents
who are concerned about having someone break into their home were more likely to support the
police using tactical equipment and tactical vehicles. For political party, Republicans were more
likely to support the police using tactical equipment and tactical vehicles. These predictors were
statistically significant, p < .05.
Additionally, indirect public experiences with the police was marginally significant, p <
.10. Specifically, police image portrayal on local television news was negatively correlated with
support, which is counterintuitive to what was expected. In other words, respondents who
reported a positive image of the police on local television news were more likely to oppose the
police using tactical equipment and tactical vehicles. Overall, the R-square value indicates that
about 32% of the variation in public support is explained by measures of procedural justice,
police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public experiences with the police,
fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 7 in Appendix D for results.
Respondents were also asked if they oppose or support police use of tactical
surveillance/detection technology (e.g., surveillance drones, license plate readers). The strongest
predictors in this model are police legitimacy and public perceptions of police effectiveness, R 2 =
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.325, F(36, 373) = 4.998, p < .000. For police legitimacy, respondents who agreed with the
statement that the police can be trusted to make decisions that are right for their community were
more likely to support the police using tactical surveillance/detection technology. Regarding
perceptions of police effectiveness, respondents who positively rated the job performance of
their local police to prevent crime in their local neighborhood were more likely to support this
police practice. Both were statistically significant, p < .05.
Furthermore, gender was marginally significant, p < .10. Males were more likely to
oppose the police using tactical surveillance/detection technology than females. In this model,
the R-square value indicates that about 32% of the variation in public support is explained by
measures of procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness,
public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 7 in Appendix D
for results.
Predictors of support measures in the cultural dimension
Respondents were asked if they oppose or support police officers adopting a warrior
mentality (i.e., primary purpose is war on crime and arresting criminals). The strongest
predictors in this model are police legitimacy, fear of crime, public experiences with the police,
age, and police/criminal justice field occupation, R 2 = .407, F(36, 373) = 7.108, p < .000. For
police legitimacy, respondents who agreed with the statement
protected by the police were more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality.
For fear of crime, respondents who are concerned about having someone break into their home
were more likely to support this police practice.
Regarding indirect public experiences with the police, respondents who reported a poor
experience regarding the quality of outcome received in their interaction with the police were
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more supportive than respondents who reported no experience at all. Coinciding with this
finding, respondents who reported a positive image of the police on local television news were
more likely to oppose the warrior mentality. However, a positive image of the police on social
media elicited more support for the warrior mentality. For age, older respondents were more
likely to oppose police officers adopting the warrior mentality than younger respondents.
Additionally, respondents who had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were
more likely to support police officers adopting a warrior mentality. All these measures were
statistically significant, p < .05.
Finally, procedural justice was the only variable that was marginally significant, p < .10.
Respondents who agreed that their local police treat people fairly were more likely to support
police officers adopting a warrior mentality. Overall, the R-square value indicates that about
40% of the variation in public support is explained by measures of procedural justice, police
legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of
crime, and demographics. See Table 8 in Appendix D for results.
Furthermore, respondents were also asked if they oppose or support police officers
adopting a guardian mentality (i.e., to protect the community and build public trust). This
measure was reverse coded because it does not assess any cultural aspect of militarization. The
strongest predictors are procedural justice, public experiences with the police, and age, R 2 =
.173, F(36, 374) = 2.179, p < .000. In this model, both measures of procedural justice were
statistically significant. Respondents who agreed that their local police treat citizens with dignity
and respect were more likely to support police officers adopting a guardian mentality.
Nevertheless, quite surprisingly, respondents who agreed that their local police treat people fairly
were more likely to oppose police officers adopting a guardian mentality. For direct public
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experiences with the police, respondents who reported a poor experience regarding the quality of
outcome received were more likely to oppose the guardian mentality than respondents who
reported no experience. But as expected, respondents who reported a positive experience
regarding the quality of treatment received were more likely to support the guardian mentality
than respondents who reported no experience. Similarly, respondents who reported a positive
image of the police on local television news were more likely to support the guardian mentality.
Finally, for age, older respondents were more supportive of police officers adopting a guardian
mentality. All these measures were statistically significant, p < .05.
There were two other measures of direct and indirect public experiences with the police
that were marginally significant, p < .10. Respondents were asked to report the frequency of
their family s contacts/experiences with the police. Respondents who reported more family
interactions with the police were more likely to oppose police officers adopting a guardian
mentality. Additionally, respondents who reported a poor experience regarding the quality of
treatment received were more likely to support the guardian mentality than respondents with no
experience. Overall, the R-square value indicates that about 17% of the variation in public
support is explained by measures of procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of
police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See
Table 8 in Appendix D for results.
Moreover, respondents were also asked if they oppose or support police departments
hiring ex-military personnel. The strongest predictors of support for this hiring practice are
police legitimacy, race, and military service, R 2 = .219, F(36, 373) = 2.899, p < .000. For police
legitimacy, respondents who agreed that the police can be trusted to make decisions that are right
for their community were more likely to support police departments hiring ex-military personnel.
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Regarding race, respondents who identified as other race (i.e., Asian, Native American/Indian,
Pacific Islander) were more likely to support police departments hiring ex-military personnel
than White/Caucasian respondents. For military service, respondents who reported that a family
member had served in the military were more likely to support police departments hiring exmilitary personnel. All these predictors were statistically significant, p < .05.
In addition, fear of crime, public experiences with the police, and political party were
marginally significant, p < .10. For fear of crime, respondents who are concerned about having
someone break into their house were more likely to support police departments hiring ex-military
personnel. Regarding indirect public experiences with the police, respondents who reported a
positive family/friend experience regarding the quality of treatment received were more likely to
support this hiring practice than respondents who reported no family/friend experience. Finally,
for political party, Republicans were more likely to support police departments hiring ex-military
personnel. Overall, the R-square value indicates that about 22% of the variation in public support
is explained by measures of procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police
effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 8
in Appendix D for results.
Predictors of support measures in the organizational dimension
Respondents were asked if they oppose or support police departments having a strict
hierarchy of authority (i.e., chain of command). The strongest predictors are police legitimacy,
fear of crime, public experiences with the police, and police/criminal justice occupation, R 2 =
.219, F(36, 369) = 2.870, p < .000. For police legitimacy, respondents who agreed that
basic rights are well protected by the police were more likely to support police departments
having a strict hierarchy of authority. For fear of crime, respondents who are concerned about
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having someone break into their house were more likely to support police departments having a
strict hierarchy of authority. That said, the opposite was found for respondents who are
concerned about being physically assaulted by a stranger. Regarding indirect public experiences
with the police, respondents who reported a positive family/friend experience regarding the
quality of outcome received were more likely to oppose this authority structure than respondents
who reported no family/friend experience. Furthermore, respondents who reported a positive
image of the police on Internet news were more likely to oppose police departments having a
strict hierarchy of authority. For prior police/criminal justice occupation, respondents who
reported that a family member had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were
more likely to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority. All of these
predictors were statistically significant, p < .05.
However, procedural justice, race, and gun ownership were marginally significant
predictors, p < .10. For procedural justice, respondents who agreed that their local police treat
people fairly were more likely to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of
authority. For race, respondents who identified as other race (i.e., Asian, Native
American/Indian, Pacific Islander) were more likely to support this authority structure than
White/Caucasian respondents. Finally, respondents who are gun owner were more likely to
support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority. Overall, the R-square value
indicates that about 22% of the variation in public support is explained by measures of
procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 9 in Appendix D for
results.
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Furthermore, respondents were asked if they oppose or support police departments
having command control centers/systems for current analyses of crime data and facilitating
targeted responses. Police legitimacy was the only strong predictor of support for this police
practice, R2 = .127, F(36, 371) = 1.499, p < .05. Respondents who agreed that the police can be
trusted to make decisions that are right for their community were more likely to support police
departments having command control center/systems.
Moreover, procedural justice, public experiences with the police, and reported income
were marginally significant, p < .10. Respondents who agreed that their local police treat citizens
with dignity and respect were more likely to support police departments having command and
control center/systems. For indirect public experiences with the police, respondents who reported
a positive image of the police on local television news were more likely to support this policing
practice. That said, the opposite was found for respondents who reported a positive image of the
police on social media. For income, respondents with a higher reported income were more likely
to support police department having command and control centers/systems. Overall, the Rsquare value indicates that about 13% of the variation in public support is explained by measures
of procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 9 in Appendix D for
results.
Predictors of support measures in the operational dimension
Respondents were asked if they oppose or support police departments using SWAT teams
to react to active shooters and other immediate dangerous situations (e.g., terrorism). This
measure was reverse coded given that it assesses a reactive policing strategy as opposed to a
proactive policing strategy. The strongest predictors of support for this policing practice are fear
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of crime, public experiences with the police, and gender, R 2 = .169, F(36, 373) = 2.103, p < .000.
For fear of crime, respondents who are concerned about being physically assaulted by a stranger
were more likely to oppose this reactive policing strategy. For indirect experiences with the
police, respondents who reported a positive image of the police on local television news were
more likely to support police departments using SWAT teams to react to active shooters and
other immediate dangerous situations. Regarding gender, males were more likely to oppose this
reactive policing strategy. These predictors are statistically significant, p < .05.
In this model, public experiences with the police and race were marginally significant
predictors, p < .10. For direct experiences with the police, respondents who reported a poor
experience regarding the quality of outcome received were more likely to oppose this reactive
policing strategy than respondents who reported no experience. For indirect experiences with the
police, respondents who reported a positive image of the police on internet news were more
likely to oppose this reactive policing strategy. Additionally, Hispanic/Latinos were more likely
to oppose this policing strategy than White/Caucasian respondents. Overall, the R-square value
indicates that about 17% of the variation in public support is explained by measures of
procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 10 in Appendix D for
results.
Respondents were asked if they oppose or support the police using SWAT teams to
conduct no-knock drug/search warrants. The strongest predictors of support are public
experiences with the police, political party, income, and police/criminal justice occupation, R 2 =
.319, F(36, 374) = 4.872, p < .000. For indirect experiences with the police, respondents who
reported a positive image of the police on local television news were more likely to oppose the
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police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants. For political party,
respondents who identified as Republican were more likely to support this proactive policing
strategy. Regarding income, respondents with a higher reported income were more likely to
support the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants. For prior
police/criminal justice occupation, respondents who reported that a family member had worked
as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were more likely to support this proactive
policing strategy. These strong predictors were statistically significant, p < .05.
In addition, military service was the only marginally significant predictor in this model, p
< .10. For military service, respondents who reported that a family member had served in the
military were more likely to oppose the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants. Overall, the R-square value indicates that about 32% of the variation in
public support is explained by measures of procedural justice, police legitimacy, public
perceptions of police effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and
demographics. See Table 10 in Appendix D for results.
Respondents were also asked if they oppose or support the police engaging in intelligence
gathering operations using surveillance/detection technology. The strongest predictors of support
are police legitimacy and race, R2 = .302, F(36, 374) = 4.490, p < .000. For police legitimacy,
respondents who agreed

were more

likely to support the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations using
surveillance/detection technology. Regarding race, respondents who identified as
Hispanic/Latino and other race (i.e., Asian, Native American/Indian, Pacific Islander) were more
likely to support this police practice than White/Caucasian respondents. These strong predictors
were statistically significant, p < .05.
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Furthermore, public experiences with the police and gender were marginally significant
predictors, p < .10. For indirect experiences with the police, respondents who reported a positive
family/friend experience regarding the quality of treatment received were more supportive than
respondents who reported no experience. Regarding gender, males were more likely to oppose
the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations using surveillance/detection technology.
Overall, the R-square value indicates that about 30% of the variation in public support is
explained by measures of procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police
effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 10
in Appendix D for results.
Predictors of overall support for police militarization
To assesses overall support for police militarization, respondents were asked if they
generally support the police using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical
operations. The strongest predictors in this model are procedural justice and police legitimacy,
R2 = .264, F(36, 370) = 3.682, p < .000. Regarding procedural justice, respondents who agreed
that their local police treat citizens with dignity and respect were more likely to support the
police using tactical equipment, technology, and the engaging in tactical operations. Similarly,
for police legitimacy, respondent who agreed
police were more likely to support police militarization overall. These predictors are statistically
significant, p < .05.
In addition, there are three predictors that were marginally significant, p < .10. Fear of
crime, public experiences with the police, and race were marginally significant. For fear of
crime, respondents who are concerned about being physically assaulted by a stranger were more
likely to support the police using tactical equipment, technology, and engaging in tactical
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operations. Furthermore, for indirect experiences with the police, respondents who reported a
positive family/friend experience regarding the quality of outcome received were more likely to
support police militarization than respondents who reported no experience. Finally, for race,
respondents who identified as other race (i.e., Asian, Native American/Indian, Pacific Islander)
were more likely to support police militarization overall than White/Caucasian respondents.
Overall, the R-square value indicates that about 26% of the variation in public support is
explained by measures of procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police
effectiveness, public experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 11
in Appendix D for results.
Predictors of beliefs regarding police militarization
Respondents were asked questions about their beliefs regarding police militarization.
Respondents were asked if they think that police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the
engagement in tactical operations increases public safety or inc
rights. These two questions assess the dichotomous belief that increasing state power, in this case
police militarization, increases public safety (i.e., the greater good) or increases violations of
citizens

To facilitate the interpretation of these variables, the question regarding
rse coded.

The strongest predictors in the model for the first question (i.e., increases public safety)
are police legitimacy, race, and police/criminal justice occupation, R 2 = .323, F(36, 374) = 4.950,
p < .000. In this model, both measures of police legitimacy were strong predictors. Respondents
who agreed

ts are well protected by the police were more likely to believe

that police militarization increases public safety. Similarly, respondents who agreed that the
police can be trusted to make decisions that are right for their community were more likely to
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believe that police militarization increases public safety. Regarding race, Black/African
American respondents were more likely to believe that police militarization increases public
safety than White/Caucasians. For police/criminal justice occupation, respondents who reported
that a family member had worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field were more
likely to believe that police militarization increases public safety. These predictors were
statistically significant, p < .05.
In addition, public experiences with the police, age, and political party were marginally
significant predictors, p < .10. For direct experiences with the police, respondents who reported a
poor experience regarding the quality of outcome received were more likely to believe that
police militarization increases public safety than respondents who reported no experience. For
age, older respondents were more likely to believe that that police militarization does not
increase public safety. Finally, for political party, respondents who identified as Republican were
more likely to believe that police militarization increases public safety. Overall, the R-square
value indicates that about 32% of the variation in public support is explained by measures of
procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 12 in Appendix D for
results.
In the

, the strongest

predictors are police legitimacy and public experiences with the police, R 2 = .245, F(36, 374) =
3.375, p < .000. In this model, both measures of police legitimacy were statistically significant.
hts are well protected by the police are less likely
to believe th
who agree that the police can be trusted to make decisions that are right for their community are
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less likely to believe that police militarization increases violatio
experiences with the police, respondents who reported a positive image of the police on national
television news were more likely to believe that police militarization increases violations of
predictors were statistically significant, p < .05.
In addition, race and political party were marginally significant predictors, p < .10. For
race, respondents who identified as Black/African American were less likely to believe that
police militarization
Regrading political party, respondents who identified as Republican were less likely to believe
that police militariz

-square value

indicates that about 24% of the variation in public support is explained by measures of
procedural justice, police legitimacy, public perceptions of police effectiveness, public
experiences with the police, fear of crime, and demographics. See Table 12 in Appendix D for
results.
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CHAPTER 5
DISCUSSION
The purpose of this study was to examine public support for police militarization across
four different dimensions of militarization. Research on police militarization is relatively new,
ba

1990s. Previous studies have

only examined certain aspects of police militarization (e.g., use of military weapons), and thus
have left a void in research regarding an in-depth understanding of police militarization. In some
respects, this was the impetus for expanding research on this topic. As noted throughout the text,
police militarization is not represented by a singular thing, but entails various attitudes and
beliefs that is reflected in different policing practices. Therefore, to expand research on this
subject, I explored a more comprehensive assessment of police militarization using all four
dimensions of militarization. Furthermore, to provide a more nuanced understanding of public
support for police militarization, key instrumental and normative factors were explored and their
potential influence on support for police militarization. To begin, the following examines general
findings on public support for police militarization.
Public Support for Police Militarization
Kraska (2007) defines militarization as the implementation of militarism, which is an
ideology that stresses the use of force or military power as the primary means of solving
problems. This ideology of militarism manifests into various policing activities and practices
exhibited across four dimensions: material, cultural, organizational, and operational. As a result,
the police are more likely to utilize force and military power as the more appropriate and
effective means to solve problems. This description of the manifestation of police militarization
is tentatively supported in the literature and relatively recent events. An example of this is the
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Ferguson event in 2014 which prompted public backlash and outcry regarding police brutality
and concerns over police militarization. All this suggests that citizens would exhibit negative
perceptions of police militarization, and thus will generally not support police practices that
adhere to military tenets. However, this study reveals otherwise.
The findings indicate that the clear majority of respondents (64.5%) support police
militarization overall. It was originally believed that the majority of respondents would not
support police militarization. Some research suggests that police militarization would manifest in
aggressive ways and potentially lead to negative police-citizen interactions. Therefore, as police
become more militarized, these negative interactions with the police would become more
prevalent. This was exemplified with the Ferguson event and subsequent police response.
However, these findings indicate that respondents generally support the militarization of police.
Moreover, this coincides with the finding that the majority of respondents (63.4%) believe that
police militarization increases public safety. However, only slightly less respondents think that

people are generally supportive of police militarization, most are still concerned about the
potential implications of having a militarized police force. Nevertheless, the general findings
indicate that respondents generally support the militarization of police.
A potential explanation for this is that these aggressive occurrences of police
militarization are not as frequent as originally thought. Furthermore, while events and incidents
of the police responding in a militarized fashion have occurred since 2014, none have reached
the same level of significance. Perhaps, public support for the police in general declines directly
after these negative publicized incidents occurs. In other words, it may be a temporal issue. The
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online survey was conducted in 2019 during a time when there was no notable negative police
incident that could have potentially primed a negative public perception of the police.
Additionally, while studies have shown the civilian deaths have increased in an
association with police militarization (Delehanty et al., 2017; Lawson, 2019), overall use of force
by the police is not very frequent and has declined over the years (Fyfe, 1986; Adams, 1999) .
Nevertheless, it is these high-profile incidents (e.g., Ferguson) that concern the masses. By the
sheer publicity these incidents receive, it is natural to become enraged and impassioned by these
events. Therefore, support for police militarization may simply depend on social context. Had
this study been conducted in 2015 after the Ferguson incident, the findings may have indicated
lower levels of support for police militarization. Regardless, similar levels of support for police
militarization were found across most dimensions of militarization.
In the material dimension of militarization, approximately 59% of respondents support
the police using tactical equipment/vehicles and tactical surveillance/detection technology. This
suggest that respondents favor a visibly and externally militarized police force. The use of
tactical equipment, vehicles, and surveillance/detection technology may be perceived by
individuals as useful tools that the police require to do their job. Furthermore, it may simply be
the case that the material dimension assesses an aspect of militarization that is easier to visualize
than other dimensions, such as the cultural aspect of militarization.
As a matter of fact, the cultural dimension of militarization exhibited lowest levels of
support. Only, 31.9% of respondents supported police officers adopting a warrior mentality,
while the vast majority of respondents (81.4%) indicated support for police officers adopting a
guardian mentality. As previously mentioned, these mentalities adhere to opposing philosophies.
In this case, the warrior mentality exemplified a cultural aspect of the military. However, 63.2%
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of respondents support police departments hiring ex-military personnel. This is very
counterintuitive and may simply be due to the fact that measures in the cultural dimension are
measuring separate aspects of police militarization. Therefore, these measures cannot be
categorized under the unitary category of the cultural dimension. Nevertheless, overall, there was
lower levels of support for police practices in the cultural dimension of militarization.
Furthermore, measures of police militarization in the organizational dimension exhibited
the highest levels of support. Approximately, 77% of respondents support police departments
having a strict hierarchy of authority and having command and control centers/systems. When
put into context, these findings are not entirely surprising given the fact that these measures
assess an aspect of militarization that are not controversial on face value. For example, the use of
tactical weapons and engaging in tactical operations may pose a visible threat that can be subject
to concern, while overall organization of an entity into a strict hierarchy of authority is not
seemingly dangerous. This general explanation may also hold true for the operational dimension
of militarization, however in the opposite way.
Regarding the operational dimension of militarization, similar levels of support were
yielded for reactive policing. The vast majority of respondents (77.6%) support police
departments using SWAT teams to react to active shooters and other immediate dangerous
situations. This finding may be attributed to the reality that mass shootings have significantly
increased in recent years in the United States (Gun Violence Archive, 2020). That said, it should
be noted that this measure was also reverse coded. In other words, higher levels of support for
this item would actually indicate less support for police militarization.
However, this is further supported by the finding that less respondents support the use of
SWAT teams for proactive strategies. In this case, only a substantial minority of respondents
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(47.4%) support the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants. As
previously indicated, SWAT teams engaging in these types of practices is easier to visualize, and
therefore people are able to distinguish between reactive and proactive practices. In this case, the
use of SWAT teams to engage no-knock drug/search warrants may be perceived by the masses
as an example of police militarization leading to violations of citizen
may provide some explanation as to why less respondents support this police practice in
comparison to the others previously mentioned.
Despite lower levels of support for SWAT teams engaging in proactive strategies, a clear
majority of respondents (60%) support the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations
using surveillance/detection technology. Again, this is a counterintuitive finding considering that
this is also a proactive policing strategy. That said, the main difference here is that this proactive
policing strategy does not entail the use of SWAT teams to carry out these intelligence gathering
operations. Hence, it seems that people are generally less supportive of militarized tactics or
operations when they are carried out by SWAT teams. This suggests that respondents generally
support tactical or militarized tactics when they are carried out by regular police officers. It is
only when paramilitary units (i.e., SWAT) are used to engage in these proactive and militarized
practices that support declines. This could potentially be the reason why a slight majority of
respondents also
As previously indicated, this study found that the majority of individuals support police
militarization overall. However, there were some differences in public support when examining
various measures of police militarization across four dimensions of militarization. In some cases,
respondents were supportive of police militarization but in other cases they were less apt to
support certain practices. While these measures of support for police militarization provide a
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wealth of information on their own, this study takes a step further to examine how police-related
factors and individual demographics ultimately influences support for police militarization. This
more nuanced approach is expected to yield an even more detailed analysis of public support for
police militarization.
Predictors of Public Support for Police Militarization
Previous research suggests that personal characteristics (e.g., race, gender, age) are
associated with public perceptions of the police. Regarding race, African American and other
minority communities have often reflected negative attitudes of the police (Flynn et al., 2017).
This is due to the fact that minority communities have significantly experienced negative
interactions with the police (e.g., police brutality, stop and frisk, SWAT deployments) (Holmes,
2006; Ferrandino, 2014; Mummolo, 2018). This is further exemplified by the Ferguson incident
and the following increase in support for the Black Lives Matter movement. While previous
research has not identified any significant race differences in public support for police
militarization, it nevertheless is necessary to examine whether this is the case.
Other demographics such as gender, age, education, and income also influence public
perceptions of the police (Brown & Reed Benedict, 2002). For example, research indicates that
males tend to be more supportive of police use of force and hold favorable attitudes of the police
(Hurst & Frank, 2002; Taylor, Turner, Esbensen, & Winfree, 2001; Weitzer & Tuch, 2002).
Regarding police militarization, previous research has found that males are more supportive of
the police using military equipment than females (Lockwood et al., 2018). Furthermore, previous
research has found that those who are older, more conservative, and have less education show
more support for police use of force and have more positive attitudes toward the police (Barkan
& Cohn, 1998; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Weitzer & Tuch, 2002). While, those of a lower
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socioeconomic status show more negative attitudes towards the police than wealthier individuals
(Boggs & Galliher, 1975; Brown & Coulter, 1983; Sampson & Bartusch, 1998). Despite the
literature indicating certain demographic associations, in this study, Chi-Square bivariate
analyses indicated that most relationships between general demographics and support for police
militarization were not statistically significant.
For the most part, support for police militarization across all dimensions were not
significantly associated with gender, age, race, education, and income. However, gun ownership,
military service, and police/criminal justice occupation were significantly related with some
measures of support for police militarization. For example, gun ownership was significantly
associated with support for police use of tactical equipment/vehicles, adoption of a warrior
mentality, the use of SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants, and support for
police militarization overall. In all significant relationships, gun owners were more supportive of
police militarization than non-gun owners. Similar findings were discovered for military
experience and police/criminal justice occupation.
Demographic questions relating to military service and police/criminal justice occupation
were significantly associated with few individual measures of police militarization. In all
significant relationships, respondents who reported having served in the military or worked as a
police officer were more supportive of practices the pertained to police militarization than
respondents who did not. In conjunction, it was also found that respondents with some sort of
military or police/criminal justice background were more supportive of police militarization
overall. Generally, these findings coincided with what was expected. In other words, it makes
sense that those who had previously served in the military or worked as a police officer are more
likely to support police militarization. Still, while these demographic measures indicated
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significance with support for police militarization, the majority of them were not significantly
associated across various support measures. Therefore, across all demographics, the majority of
them were either not significant at all or occasionally significant with different measures of
support for police militarization. However, there was one exception to this. Political party was
significantly related to most measures of support for police militarization.
In this study, Chi-Square bivariate analyses indicated that Republicans were more
supportive of police militarization than non-Republicans. While the literature does not
specifically address the relationship between support for police militarization and political party,
previous studies have found that more conservative individuals are more supportive of police use
of force and have more positive attitudes toward the police (Barkan & Cohn, 1998; Hurst &
Frank, 2000; Weitzer & Tuch, 2002). Hence, the fact that Republicans are more supportive of
police militarization than non-Republicans generally coincides with the literature. However,
despite some significant bivariate findings, the various relationships between support for police
militarization and demographic variables do not control for the net impact of all variables.
Therefore, multivariate linear regression analyses was used to partial out the strongest
demographic predictors.
Overall, demographic variables were not consistently strong predictors of support for
police militarization across most measures. That said, there were a few exceptions that reached
statistical significance, p < .05. For gender, males were more likely to oppose the police using
SWAT teams to react to active shooters and other dangerous situations. While this measure is
reverse coded, it nevertheless would make sense that females would be more supportive of this
reactive policing strategy given that they exhibit higher level of fear of crime, and also mass
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shootings have significantly increased in recent years (Mellgren & Ivert, 2018; Gun Violence
Archive, 2020).
Furthermore, age was a strong predictor of support for the warrior mentality and guardian
mentality. In this case, older individuals were more supportive of the guardian mentality but also
opposed to the warrior mentality. This could indicate that older individuals are less supportive of
aggressive approaches to policing, while more supportive of benevolent and community friendly
strategies. Race was a similar inconsistent predictor.
While race was not a significant predictor in most measures of support for police
militarization, there were a few interesting significant findings. It was revealed that respondents
who identified as other race (i.e., Asian, Native American/Indian, Pacific Islander) were more
likely to support police department hiring ex-military personnel than White/Caucasian
respondents. This specific finding is not necessarily odd, however upon further examination it
was revealed that individuals who identified as other race were proportionately more likely to
have prior military experience than White/Caucasian respondents. Hence, it would make sense
that respondents who identified as other race would be more supportive of police departments
hiring ex-military personnel.
Additionally, respondents who identified as other race and Hispanic/Latinos were more
likely to support the police engaging in intelligence gathering operations than White/Caucasians.
These findings indicate that minorities are more supportive of certain police practices than
White/Caucasian respondents. A simple explanation for this could be that minorities want
stronger efforts by the police to reduce crime. This would especially be the case for certain
minority groups that live in low-income areas plagued by crime (Flynn et al., 2017). In this
instance, crime is a primary issue for these individuals.
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Furthermore, it should be noted that respondents who identified as Black/African
American were less likely to believe that p
rights, but this finding was marginally significant. Coinciding with this finding was that
respondents who identified as Black/African American were more likely to believe that police
militarization increases public safety, which was statistically significant at that .05 level. Given
what the literature suggests about negative police interactions with Black/African Americans,
these findings are odd. One would expect these relationships to be in the opposite direction. In
other words, it was expected that Black/African Americans would associate police militarization
ed to believe that it increases public
safety. However, a similar explanation as the one previously described regarding other minorities
could be applied here.
Put differently, it could be the case that Black/African Americans have positive
perceptions of police militarization because they associate these police practices with efforts to
reduce crime in their communities. As previously referenced, minority groups tend to live in
low-income areas plagued by crime, and therefore crime may be more of a pressing issue as
opposed to other factors such as the quality of experience with the police. This is further
supported by some research indicating that fear of crime can be a stronger influential factor in
rime influences their sense of safety (Yuan &
McNeeley; 2016; DeCou & Lynch, 2017; Zahnow, Mazerolle, Wickes, & Corcoran, 2017). In
saying that, it could also be the case that the sample in this study was not able to capture an
accurate representation of this segment of the population. Black/African Americans,
Hispanic/Latinos, and other race (i.e., Asian, Native American/Indian, Pacific Islander) make up
a small portion of the entire sample. Therefore, these findings about race could be attributed to
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sample limitations, which will be further discussed later on. Political party and income are
explored next.
Moreover, political party was also a strong predictor of support for police militarization
in two measures. Republicans were more likely to support the police using tactical
equipment/vehicles and the police using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search
warrants. While political party was not a strong predictor across all measures of support, in these
specific instances they do align with the bivariate findings and other research. In conjunction,
wealthier respondents were more likely to support the police using SWAT team to conduct noknock drug/search warrants. Similarly, while income was not a stronger predictor overall, in this
specific instance, this finding generally aligns with previous research indicating that those of
lower socioeconomic status have more negative attitudes toward police than wealthier
individuals (Boggs & Galliher, 1975; Brown & Coulter, 1983; Sampson & Bartusch, 1998).
Hence, those with higher income would be more supportive of the police in general.
Finally, military service and police/criminal justice occupation were strong predictors for
some support measures of police militarization. While individual military service was not a
strong predictor, respondents who reported that a family member had served in the military were
more supportive of police department hiring ex-military personnel. In this instance, it does make
sense that those with some relation to the military would be more supportive of police
departments hiring veterans.
In a similar vein, respondents who reported that they had worked as a police officer or in
the criminal justice field were more likely to support the warrior mentality. Additionally,
respondents who reported that a family member had worked as a police officer or in the criminal
justice field were more likely to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority,
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using SWAT teams to conduct no-knock drug/search warrants, and believe that police
militarization increases public safety. Again, even though these demographic measures were not
strong predictors across all support measures of police militarization, in these specific instances,
they do align with what was expected. In other words, those with a police/criminal justice
background or association are more likely to support the police in general. More specifically,

explored in policing socialization research (Alpert, Noble, & Rojek, 2015). As a consequence of
this perspective, individuals with a police background may be more willing to support more
aggressive crime-control strategies. Overall, there were some strong demographic predictors of
support for police militarization, but they were not consistent across all measures of support.
However, in comparison to demographic variables, measures of police-related factors indicated
stronger effects.
In addition to examining demographics, this study also looked at police-related factors,
such as procedural justice. The theory of procedural justice suggests that people are more apt to
respect and cooperate with the police when they are treated with respect and fairness. This
suggests that people develop their perceptions of the police based on their interactions with the
p

-based model, procedurally just actions by the police

towards the public fosters police legitimacy. Furthermore, for the public to support any police
practice or in this case police militarization, the public must respect the authority of the police
and cooperate with them. Hence, it is expected that citizens who are treated in a procedurally just
manner by the police will be more likely to support the militarization of police across the four
dimensions of militarization. Chi-Square bivariate analyses indicated that this was the case.
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First and foremost, most support measures of police militarization were significantly
related to both measures of procedural justice. Furthermore, in all significant relationships,
bivariate analyses indicated that support for police militarization was associated with favorable
views of procedural justice. This is exemplified in the overall support measure for police
militarization. Respondents who agreed with both procedural justice measures were more likely
to support police militarization overall. Along those same lines, respondents who agreed with
both procedural justice measures were more inclined to believe that police militarization
increases public safety, while also being less inclined to believe that police militarization

alone cannot indicate whether procedural justice is a strong predictor of support for police
militarization.
Overall, multivariate linear regression analyses indicated that procedural justice was a
strong predictor in two support measures. Specifically, procedural justice was a strong predictor
of support for the guardian mentality. However, what is interesting about this finding is that both
measures of procedural justice were predictors in the opposite direction. In other words,
respondents who agreed that the police treat citizens with dignity and respect were more likely to
support the guardian mentality, while respondents who agreed that the police treat people fairly
were more likely to oppose it. These are contradicting findings. That said, it could simply be the
case that the measures of procedural justice are measuring slightly different things. In other
words, these measures are not just capturing the concept of procedural justice, but may also be
measuring some other related concept. If this is the case, then this would explain why both
measures are reflecting opposite effects.
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Furthermore, one measure of procedural justice was a strong predictor of overall support
for police militarization. Respondents who agreed that the police treat people fairly were more
likely to support police militarization overall. Hence, in this specific instance, favorable views of
procedural justice elicited greater overall support for police militarization, as suggested by the
literature. Despite these findings, procedural justice overall was not a strong predictor across
most support measures of police militarization. This was not the case for police legitimacy.
e trust in the police and obey
the police. Furthermore, when the public perceives the police as a legitimate entity, they are
more likely to empower the police (Sunshine & Tyler, 2003). Therefore, it is expected that
citizens who perceive the police as a legitimate entity will more likely to support the
militarization of police across the four dimensions of militarization. In contrast, citizens who
perceive the police as illegitimate are less inclined to trust the police, and hence not support the
militarization of police. Again, Chi-Square bivariate analyses indicated that this was the case.
Almost all support measures for police militarization were significantly associated with
both measures of police legitimacy. Additionally, in all significant relationships, support for
police militarization was associated with favorable views of police legitimacy. Similarly, this is
exemplified in the overall support measure for police militarization. Respondents who agreed
with both police legitimacy measures were more likely to support police militarization overall.
Furthermore, the dichotomous beliefs that police militarization increases public safety and
violations of citiz
Hence, respondents who agreed with both police legitimacy measures were more inclined to
believe that police militarization increases public safety, while being less inclined to believe that
gs support the

106

literature on police legitimacy. However, as previously noted, bivariate analyses alone cannot
indicate whether police legitimacy is a strong predictor of support for police militarization.
In comparison to procedural justice, police legitimacy was a strong predictor for various
measures of support for police militarization. Multivariate analyses indicated that police
legitimacy was a strong predictor of support for the police using tactical equipment/technology,
tactical surveillance/detection technology, adopting a warrior mentality, hiring ex-military
personnel, having strict hierarchy of authority, having command and control centers/systems,
engaging in intelligence gathering operations, and overall support for police militarization. These
findings indicate that favorable views of police legitimacy increase support for police
militarization. That said, it should be noted that both measures of police legitimacy were not
simultaneously predicting support for police militarization. In other words, only one police
legitimacy measure would be a strong predictor for individual measures of support. However,
there were two exceptions.
Both police legitimacy measures were strong predictors in the public safety and
arization. Respondents who agreed with
both police legitimacy measures were more likely to think that police militarization increases
public safety, while also being
Nevertheless, police legitimacy was associated with most measures of support for police
militarization and were in the direction that was predicted. In other words, favorable views of
police legitimacy elicit greater support for police militarization, which coincides with the
literature. Overall, police legitimacy was found to be a strong predictor across various support
measures of police militarization. Public perceptions of police effectiveness are examined next.
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As previously indicated, police effectiveness factors into
police. If the public perceives the police to be adequately controlling crime and providing
services, then the public will perceive the police as a legitimate entity (Rosenbaum, Lawrence,
Hartnett, McDevitt, & Posick, 2015). Both police legitimacy and police effectiveness are
intertwined in a reinforcing reciprocal relationship. Nevertheless, in the context of this study, it is
expected that citizens who perceive the police to be effective at their job will be more likely to
support the militarization of police.
Bivariate analyses indicated that all support measures of police militarization were
significantly associated with both measures of public perceptions of police effectiveness.
Additionally, in all significant relationships, favorable views of police effectiveness were
associated with support for police militarization. In other words, the dependent and independent
variables were correlated in the direction that was predicted. This is exemplified in the overall
support measure for police militarization. Respondents who rated the job performance of the
police as positive in both measures of police effectiveness were more likely to support police
militarization overall.
In conjunction, the dichotomous beliefs that police militarization increases public safety
and

ntly associated with public perceptions of police

effectiveness in opposite directions. Hence, respondents who rated the job performance of the
police as positive were more inclined to believe that police militarization increases public safety,
while also being less inclined to believe that police militarizat
rights. Overall, bivariate findings indicate a strong association between public perceptions of
police effectiveness and support for police militarization. To further examine the strength of this
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relationship, multivariate analyses was conducted to assess whether public perceptions of police
effectiveness remined significant after including the net impact of all variables.
Overall, multivariate analyses indicated that public perceptions of police effectiveness
were not a strong predictor of support for police militarization across various measures.
However, there was one exception. Respondents who gave the police a positive rating for
controlling crime in their neighborhood were more likely to support the police using tactical
surveillance/detection technology. While police effectiveness was only a strong predictor in this
support measure, it nevertheless coincided with the literature. In other words, it was expected
that individuals who believe that their local police are effective at their job will be more likely to
support the police in general. Nevertheless, it should again be noted that police effectiveness was
significant in only one case. Public experiences with the police are discussed next.
Public satisfaction with the police inherently derives from direct and indirect policecitizen interaction. In fact, research indicates that perceived quality of treatment by the police
influence

akes sense given that other

research suggests that people develop attitudes of the police based on their direct and indirect
contact with the police (Rosenbaum et al., 2005). Therefore, it is expected that both direct and
indirect positive experiences with the police will elicit public support for police militarization. If
citizens are satisfied with the police, then they will be more likely to support police practices and
the police in general. In a similar fashion, poor quality of experience with the police, such as
excessive use force situations can negatively affect public perceptions of the police (Rosenbaum
et al., 2005).
To assesses direct and indirect experiences with the police, respondents were asked about
the frequency of their personal contact with the police and how often they talked with their
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family members and friends/neighbors about their experiences with the police. Furthermore, the
quality of these experiences was also examined. Lastly, respondents were asked to rate police
image portrayal on various forms of media to assess indirect exposure to the police. The

examined first.
In juxtaposition to procedural justice, police legitimacy, and public perceptions of police
effectiveness, bivariate analyses indicated that the frequency of personal contact with the police
and indirect contact through family and friends/neighbors was not significantly associated with
any measures of police militarization. In other words, whether or not respondents had any
contact with the police was not related to support for police militarization. Similarly, whether or
not respondents talked with family members and friends/neighbors about their experiences with
the police did not influence support for police militarization. However, these measures did
exhibit a significant relationship with one measure of police militarization. Respondents who
indicated that they had contact with the police were more inclined to believe that police
militarizatio
previously talked with family members and friends/neighbors about their experiences with the
police.
Moreover, multivariate analyses were conducted to examine the effects of these direct
and indirect police contact variables on support for police militarization. While some of these
variables were marginally significant predictors of some support measures of police
militarization, none were statistically significant at the .05 level. So, across both bivariate and
multivariate analyses, frequency contact with the police alone is not associated with support for
police militarization. Overall, these bivariate and multivariate findings are not very surprising for
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one main reason. Direct and indirect frequency contact alone is not a nuanced enough measure to
differentiate between positive and negative interactions with the police. Nevertheless, these
measures provided a jumping point for examining the true nature of these contacts and
experiences with the police. Therefore, the actual quality of these experiences with the police
were also examined in this study.
In most cases, bivariate analyses indicated that all support measures for police
militarization were significantly associated with both direct and indirect quality of outcome and
quality of treatment measures. Specifically, this means that in all significant relationships,
support for police militarization was significantly associated with positive interactions with the
police. This is exemplified in the overall support measure for police militarization. Respondents
who rated their interactions with the police as either fair, good, or excellent were more likely to
support police militarization. The same was found for those who rated
experiences with the police as positive.
Furthermore, the dichotomous belief that police militarization increases public safety or
rights was also significantly associated with quality of outcome and
treatment in opposite directions. Hence, respondents who rated their interactions with the police
as positive were more inclined to believe that police militarization increases public safety, while
also being less inclined to believe that police militarization inc
rights.
However, it should be noted that respondents who reported having no experience with the
police in both direct and indirect quality of outcome and treatment measures, elicited similar
levels of support as those who reported a positive experience with the police. Given that
percentage differences between these two groups are mostly small, it suggests that people in
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general hold favorable views of the police and will support the police regardless of having a
positive interaction or no interaction at all. Therefore, it can be inferred that positive interactions
with the police serve as confirmation bias for previously held favorable views of the police.
While these findings may seem odd at first glance, it can be explained by the nature of
negative public interactions with the police. Across all significant relationships, the difference
maker was those who reported a poor quality of outcome and treatment experience with the
police. In other words, it is in these poor interactions with the police that support for police
militarization significantly declines. To further examine these bivariate findings, multivariate
analyses were conducted to determine if the quality of interactions with the police is a significant
predictor of support for police militarization.
Overall, in this study, the quality of public experiences with the police was not a
significant predictor of support for police militarization. That said, there were a few exceptions
that were quite odd. Respondents who reported a poor quality of outcome regarding their
interaction with the police were more likely to support the warrior mentality than respondents
who reported no experience at all. At the same time, these respondents were less likely to support
the guardian mentality. This finding contradicts the literature and even the bivariate findings in
this study. However, this could potentially be explained by the low number of respondents who
supported the warrior mentality and the low number of respondents who reported a poor quality
of experience with the police. The combination of these variables yielded a low number of cases
for certain categories making the analyses of these variables sensitive and unstable. That said,
this was only observed for the poor category of each quality of experience variable. The positive
experience and no experience categories yielded adequate levels of cases to facilitate analyses.
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With that said, multivariate analyses also indicated that respondents who reported a
positive quality of experience with the police were more likely to support the guardian mentality
than respondents who reported no experience. However, respondents who reported a positive
quality of experience with the police regarding their family/f

were less likely

to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority than respondents who
reported no experience. Even though these two multivariate findings contradict each other, they
still align with the previous bivariate findings regarding those who reported a positive experience
or no experience. Therefore, the explanation here is the same. Respondents are generally
supportive of the police regardless of their positive quality of experience or no experience with
the police. Having said that, overall, direct and indirect quality of experiences with the police
was not a significant predictor of support for police militarization across various measures.
Despite limited findings, indirect public exposure to the police through the media provided
another avenue to examine indirect public experiences with the police.
As previously described, respondents were asked to rate the image of the police on
national television news, local television news, Internet news, and social media (e.g., Facebook,
Twitter, YouTube). Overall, bivariate findings indicated that national television news was not
significantly related to support for police militarization across various measures. Local television
news, Internets news, and social media exhibited significant relationships with some measures of
support for police militarization. Furthermore, across all significant relationships, respondents
who reported a positive image of the police were more supportive of police militarization than
respondent who reported a negative image. All in all, these bivariate findings coincided with the
literature. In other words, positive images of the police are associated with more support for the
police in general.
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However, multivariate analyses indicated that police image portrayal on national
television news, local television news, Internet news, and social media (e.g., Facebook, Twitter,
YouTube) were not significant predictors of support for police militarization. That said, there
were some exceptions for police image portrayal on local television news, which were
inconsistent with the literature. In some case, respondents who reported a positive image of the
police were more likely to oppose certain police practices while more likely to support other
police practices. Again, the inconsistency of predictors across measures of support for police
militarization suggests that certain police practices that pertain to police militarization are simply
more favored than others. In comparison to these findings, fear of crime was more consistent
with the literature.
Fear of crime is a concept used to assess public perceptions of the police. This is given
credence by past research that indicates that fear of crime influences public support for the police
(Bowers & Robinson, 2012). Citizens who have a high fear of crime will support police efforts
because they believe it will make their community safer (Nix et al., 2015). Hence, in the context
of this study it is expected that citizens who exhibit a high fear of crime will be more likely to
support the militarization of police. In other words, people who have a high fear of crime will
support any efforts by the police to reduce crime and keep the community safe, even if it means
militarizing the police. Chi-Square bivariate analyses indicated that this was the case.
To start, most measures of police militarization were significantly associated with both
measures of fear of crime. Furthermore, in most significant relationships, bivariate analyses
indicated that support for police militarization was associated with higher levels of fear of crime.
This coincides with the literature because it is expected that individuals who exhibit a high fear
of crime are more likely to support police practices that help to reduce crime. Furthermore,
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respondents who reported being concerned about crime were more likely to support the warrior
mentality, while being less likely to support the guardian mentality. This further suggests that
people who are concerned about crime want the police to be more aggressive in their approach to
reducing crime. Overall, bivariate findings indicate that fear of crime is associated with more
support for police militarization. To confirm this, multivariate analyses were conducted.
Multivariate analyses indicated that fear of crime was a strong predictor of support for
police militarization in some measures. In most situations, fear of crime coincided with
expectations. Respondents who reported being concerned about crime were more likely to
support the police using tactical equipment/vehicles, adopting the warrior mentality, and using
SWAT team to react to active shooters. Again, these specific practices are associated with more
aggressive approaches and strategies. That said, there was one contradicting finding.
Respondents who reported being concerned about someone breaking into their home
were more likely to support police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority. However,
those who reported being concerned about being physically assaulted by a stranger were more
likely to oppose police departments having a strict hierarchy of authority. In this specific case,
both fear of crime measures are significant predictors of support for this measure of police
militarization, but they have opposite effects. Attempting to rationalize these types of specific
cases often leads to logical fallacies that are inconsistent with the literature. Therefore,
attempting to explain this specific finding is a moot exercise. Nevertheless, any real explanation
for some of the weird or inconsistent findings in the study is probably attributed to the limitations
of the actual study itself.
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Limitations
This study found numerous significant findings that in most cases supported the
literature. However, like any study, there are always asterisks to the findings due to limitations.
This study is no different. Some limitations of this study stem from the very nature of online
survey research designs. For the purpose of feasibility, efficiency, and cost effectiveness, the
survey developed for this study
sample was released at a single period of time during the week, and thus was only completed by
respondents who had the opportunity to see it momentarily. Therefore, while the sample in this
study was random, it was only to the extent that it applied to a certain portion of the U.S.
population. In other words, it only applied to people who are Amazon workers that were using
the Amazon service at 12:00 P.M. Pacific Standard Time when the survey was launched. Past
studies have combated this issue by releasing batches of the survey at different days of the week
and at different time periods. However, this was not done in this current study. Therefore, there
are certain sample limitations.
Overall, this study used a large random sample that consisted of 500 respondents.
However, given the logistical issues of the survey launch previously described, this sample is not
an actual representation of the U.S. population. Furthermore, despite the demographic
breakdown (e.g., gender and race) somewhat coinciding with national percentages, it is difficult
to state with certainty that individual smaller groups were well represented. For example, while
Black/African Americans constituted about nine percent of this sample, it only comprised of 47
actual respondents. This becomes noteworthy when taking into account that one of the thematic
through lines of this study involves race (i.e., strained relations between minority communities
and police). Hence, the generalizability of the findings in this study are limited. Future studies
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should consider other sampling strategies such as disproportionate stratified sampling techniques
that are able to elicit more minority respondents. Beyond survey design and sample limitations,
the findings of this study are also limited to the extent that the actual measures capture the
variables in question.
One of the difficulties with measuring police-related factors with survey questions is that
some of these concepts are closely related and linked (e.g., procedural justice and police
legitimacy). Therefore, differentiating these concepts becomes dependent on the wording of the
survey questions, which can have an impact on people s interpretation of questions. This is
exemplified by

about

being physically assaulted by a stranger. The addition of the wor
excluding effect for individuals who have experienced physical and sexual assault by someone
they know. Research indicates that women in general exhibit higher levels of fear of crime
(Mellgren & Ivert, 2018). Furthermore, women are also subjected to higher levels of intimate
partner violence and sexual victimization (Black et al., 2011). Thus, this specific question about
physical assault does not fully represent this segment of the population nor fully operationalizes
fear of crime. Future research studies should expand the number of survey items to create scales
that fully capture the concepts in question. Other limitations of this study, stem from the actual
coding of the variables to facilitate data analyses on SPSS.
One of the major analyses conducted in this study were Chi-Square bivariate analyses
that required collapsing variables into dichotomous categories. The variables were measured
using Likert survey questions, and thus collapsing these variables facilitated interpretation. In
most cases, collapsing the variables was not an issue because most were conducive to
dichotomous negative or positive categories (e.g., oppose or support). However, it should be
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noted that the majority of Likert survey questions also included an unsure response. To prevent
losing any data, unsure responses were collapsed into the negative category (e.g., oppose,
disagree, no, poor). While unsure responses were not frequent enough to have a major influence,
it nonetheless is a limitation.
Furthermore, while most survey questions were weighted on an even scale (e.g., strongly
disagree, disagree, agree, strongly agree), there were some survey items that were not perfectly
balanced. This made it difficult to collapse them into perfect categories. For example,
respondents were asked to rate their quality of experience with the police on scale from poor,
fair, good, excellent, no experience, or unsure. In this cases, good and excellent are compatible
but poor and fair are not. Ultimately, the decision was to collapse fair, good, and excellent into a
single category to compare to those who reported a poor experience or no experience. The main
issue here was that the poor category did not elicit many cases therefore the comparison between
categories was heavily weighted towards the fair/good/excellent category.
Lastly, one of the major limitations of this study stems from the operationalization of the
dependent variable. In accordance with the literature, police militarization was measured using
survey items that captured separate dimensions of militarization (i.e., material, cultural,
organizational, operational). Cronbach alpha indicated that all police militarization survey items
were internally consistent (.83). However, factor analysis revealed that these measures did not
load on separate factors that coincided with each dimension. Therefore, either the measures used
were inadequate in distinguishing between different dimensions or Krask

ons of

militarization are simply too similar to differentiate into four separate categories. Regardless,
future studies should continue examining the different aspects of police militarization and not
just the use of military weapons.
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Policy Implications
The findings of this study indicate that the majority of individuals support police
militarization. However, some police practices that pertain to militarization were more opposed
to than others. Specifically, the adoption of a warrior mentality and the use of SWAT teams to
conduct no-knock drug/search warrants elicited the lowest levels of support. Furthermore, while
the relationship between police-related factors and support for police militarization coincided
with the literature, only police legitimacy was a consistent predictor across various support
measures. Overall, these findings may suggest that citizens support the police becoming
militarized only when it increases efficiency, effectiveness, and professionalism. However, the
findings also indicate that citizens are weary of some more aggressive policing practices.
Police departments should consider conducting similar surveys of their local citizens to
assess their thoughts and perceptions of local police practices. It is likely that support for these
practices differs from locality. Furthermore, given that police agencies will continue to be
militarized, it is crucial to tease out which practices are supported by local citizens. Moreover,
while it may not be wise to completely demilitarize the police, restrictions and regulations should
be put into place. Restrictions were placed on the 1033 program after there was public backlash
regarding the police response in Ferguson. These restrictions reduced the amount and types of
military equipment that was made available to police agencies. However, these restrictions were
subsequently rescinded by the Trump Administration in 2017.
Policymakers should consider revisiting the
twenty-

sk Force on Policing in the

policing: (a) building trust and legitimacy; (b) policy

and oversight; (c) technology and social media, (d) community policing and crime reduction; (e)
officer training and education; and (f) officer safety and wellness. These six pillars are crucial to
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building trust with the community, while also increasing accountability for the police. High
profile events like in Ferguson may not happen as frequently but can still potentially occur and
damage police reputation. As the findings of this study indicate, police legitimacy is a prominent

militarization. If police agencies, want to further sustain good community relations, they should
make efforts to increase transparency with their community about the sort of police practices that
they engage in. These policy implications could increase the safety of both civilians and police
personnel.
Conclusion
Given the nature of the occupation, the police have always been militarized to some
degree. That said, the military and police are distinct entities that serve different functions. But
with current trends of police militarization, concerns have been raised regarding the blurring
distinction between the military and police. With heavily publicized incidents of police excessive
use of force and deadly shootings, there are concerns that the increase of police violence could
partly be attributed to police militarization. However, more research is needed to determine this
trend, which at the moment contradicts current research on police use of force trends.
Nevertheless, due to these concerns about police militarization and associated events (e.g.,
Ferguson), it was expected that citizens would oppose police practices that stem from military
tenets.
However, this study found that the majority of respondents generally support police
militarization. Furthermore, police-related factors were associated with support for police
militarization. While police legitimacy was the only strong consistent predictor of support for
police militarization, the findings indicate that support for police militarization is strongly
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associated with other police-related factors. More research is required to identify how additional
factors such as legal cynicism predict support for police militarization. Nonetheless, this study
suggests that policymakers should consider guidelines that increase police legitimacy and
facilitate positive police-citizen interactions. As the militarization of police becomes more
prevalent, it is important to continue researching this topic to develop and implement more
informed policies.
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APPENDIX A: Police Militarization Survey

Public Perceptions of Police Practices and PoliceCitizen Relations

Welcome to our survey on Public Attitudes about Police Practices and Police-Citizen Relations.
We are interested in your opinions about police practices in the U.S., such as police use of
tactical equipment and technology, and your experiences with the police.
To study this topic, we are asking you to complete a short survey. The survey should take about
10 minutes to complete. All your responses will be completely anonymous. We would greatly
appreciate your assistance by filling out our survey.
The next page is a consent form. Please read it over carefully before beginning the study.
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Consent Form

Title of Study: Public Perceptions of Police Practices and Police-Citizen
Relations
Investigator: Dr. William Sousa and Leobardo Lopez
Contact Phone Number: 702-809-6064
You have been invited to participate in a study conducted by researchers at the University of
Nevada, Las Vegas (UNLV). The purpose of the study is to explore public views about police
practices and police-citizen relations in your community.
You will be asked to answer a series of questions about police practices and police-citizen
relations. Specifically, you will be asked about the extent to which you support certain police
practices that pertain to the use of tactical equipment and technology and the engagement in
tactical operations. There are no right or wrong answers to the questions. The survey should take
about 10 minutes to complete.
We appreciate your cooperation in completing the survey. This survey is anonymous - in other
words, your name will not be provided and there will be no way for researchers to link your
responses to you. Your answers will remain anonymous, you can skip any question you do not
feel comfortable answering, and you are allowed to leave the survey at any time.
Although participating in this study may not provide any direct benefit to you, it may help us
better understand police practices and police-citizen relations. While there are risks involved
with all research studies (e.g., possible emotional discomfort from answering particular
questions, mild adverse reactions to the content), the risks involved in participating in this
particular study are minimal. It is not expected that you will experience any harm or discomfort
from participating in this study.
If you have any questions or concerns about the study, you may contact Dr. William Sousa or
Leobardo Lopez (information given below). For questions regarding the rights of research
subjects, or any complaints or comments regarding the manner in which the study is being
conducted, you may contact the UNLV Office for the Protection of Research Subjects at
(702)-895-2794.
Investigator: Dr. William Sousa (sousaw@unlv.nevada.edu) and Leobardo Lopez
(baltal1@unlv.nevada.edu) at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas.

By clicking NEXT below, I affirm that I have read the above information
and agree to participate in this study. I am at least 18 years of age.
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Advancements in tactical equipment and technology have allowed police agencies to
employ modern practices. Here are questions about police in American society. Please
indicate where you oppose or support the following police practices.

Strongly Oppose

Oppose

Support

Strongly Support

Unsure

The police using tactical
equipment (e.g., assault
weapons) and tactical vehicles
(e.g., armored transportation
vehicles).
The police using tactical
surveillance/detection
technology (e.g., surveillance
drones, license plate readers).
Police officers adopting a
warrior mentality (i.e., primary
purpose is war on crime and
arresting criminals).
Police officers adopting a
guardian mentality (i.e., to
protect the community and
build public trust).
Police departments hiring exmilitary personnel.
Police departments having a
strict hierarchy of authority (i.e.,
chain of command).
Police departments having
command and control
centers/systems for current
analyses of crime data and
facilitating targeted responses.
The police using Special
Weapons and Tactics (SWAT)
teams to react to active
shooters and other immediate
dangerous situations (e.g.,
terrorism).
The police using Special
Weapons and Tactics (SWAT)
teams to conduct no-knock
drug/search warrants.
The police engaging in
intelligence gathering
operations using
surveillance/detection
technology.

In general, do you support police use of tactical equipment, technology, and the engagement in
tactical operations?
No

Yes
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Unsure

Do you think that the above police practices (i.e., use of tactical equipment/technology, engagement

Yes

No

Unsure

increases public safety?
increases violations of citizens'
rights

What are your general opinions about your local police and local neighborhood in the
following areas:
Do you DISAGREE or AGREE that your local police...
Strongly Disagree

Disagree

Agree

Strongly Agree

Unsure

Strongly Disagree

Disagree

Agree

Strongly Agree

Unsure

treat citizens with dignity and
respect?
treat people fairly?

people's basic rights are well
protected by the police.
the police can be trusted to
make decisions that are right
for your community.

Please rate the job performance of your local police department in these areas:
Poor

Fair

Good

Excellent

Unsure

working together with residents
to solve local problems.
preventing crime in your
neighborhood.

How concerned are you about these crimes happening to you?
Not Concerned

Moderately Concerned

Having someone break into
your house.
Being physically assaulted by a
stranger.
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Highly Concerned

Public views about the police and police practices are often shaped by our personal
experiences, media sources, and what we hear from family members and friends.
Have you...

Never

Once or Twice

Several times a year

At least once a month

had direct face-to-face contact
with a police officer.
talked with family members
about their experiences with
the police.
talked with friends or neighbors
about their experiences with
the police.

Please rate your overall experiences with police in these areas:
Poor

Fair

Good

Excellent

No Experience

Unsure

Quality of outcome received
(respond quickly, solved
problems)?
Quality of treatment received
(respectful, fair treatment,
listened before acting)?

Please rate

overall experiences with police in these areas:
Poor

Fair

Good

Excellent

No Experience

Unsure

Quality of outcome received
(responded quickly, solved
problems)?
Quality of treatment received
(respectful, fair treatment,
listened before acting)?

How would you rate the overall image of the police portrayed by these media sources?
Very Negative

Negative

National television news
Local television news
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Positive

Very Positive

Unsure

Very Negative

Negative

Internet news
Social media (Facebook,
Twitter, YouTube)

Finally, a few basic questions about yourself:
What is your gender identification?
Female
Male
Other
Don't want to disclose

What is your age group?
19 or under
20-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and older

What is your racial/ethnic identification?
Non-Hispanic white/Caucasian
Hispanic/Latino
Black/African American
Native American/Indian
Asian
Pacific Islander
Other (please specify)
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Positive

Very Positive

Unsure

What is your level of education?
Less than high school
High school graduate or the equivalent (e.g., GED)
Some college
College graduate
Post-graduate degree (e.g., MA, JD, MBA, MD, PhD)

What is your political party orientation

leaning toward Democrat, Republican, or Independent?

Democrat
Republican
Independent
No political party orientation

Annual Household Income:
Less than $30,000
$30,000 to $60,000
$60,000 to $100,000
$100,000 or more

Are you a gun owner?
No
Yes
Don't want to disclose

Have you ever served in the military?
No
Yes
Don't want to disclose
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Has a member of your immediate family (parent, child) ever served in the military?
No
Yes
Don't want to disclose

Have you:
worked as a police officer
worked in the criminal justice field but not as a police officer
never worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field

Has a
» worked as a police officer
» worked in the criminal justice field but not as a police officer
» never worked as a police officer or in the criminal justice field
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APPENDIX B: Descriptive Statistics
Table 1.
Descriptive statistics for demographics
Variable

n

Gender

Percentages

499

Male
Female

264 (52.9%)
231 (46.3)

Age

500

20-29
30-39
40-49
50 and older

159 (31.8%)
190 (38%)
76 (15.2)
75 (15%)

Race

500

White/Caucasian
Black/African American
Hispanic/Latino
Other

362 (72.4%)
47 (9.4%)
45 (9%)
46 (9.2%)

Education

498

Low Education (high school/GED, some college)
High Education (college graduate or greater)
Political Party

185 (37.1%)
313 (62.9%)
499

Republican
Democrat

142 (28.5%)
253 (50.7%)

Income

500

Less than $30,000
$30,000 to $60,000
$60,000 to $100,000
$100,000 or more

107 (21.4%)
200 (40%)
142 (28.4%)
51 (10.2%)

Gun Ownership

497

Yes

126 (25.4%)

Military Service

500

Yes

68 (13.6%)

Family Military Service

498

Yes

202 (40.6%)

Police

497

Worked as a police officer/criminal justice field
Family Police

60 (12%)
496

Worked as a police officer/criminal justice field
Note (n) varies among variables, only valid cases are included. Total sample size is 500.
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115 (23.2%)

Table 2.
Descriptive statistics regarding support for police militarization
Dependent variables

n

Percentages

500
499

296 (59.2%)
296 (59.3%)

498
500
497

159 (31.9%)
407 (81.4%)
314 (63.2%)

495
497

371 (74.9%)
395 (79.4%)

499
500
500

387 (77.6%)
237 (47.4%)
300 (60%)

496

320 (64.5%)

500
500

317 (63.4%)
284 (56.8%)

Material Dimension

Tactical equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance/detection technology
Cultural Dimension

Warrior mentality
Guardian mentality
Hiring ex-military personnel
Organizational Dimension

Strict hierarchy of authority
Command and control centers/systems
Operational Dimension

Reactive policing using SWAT teams
Proactive policing using SWAT teams
Intelligence gathering operations
Overall Support

Support for police militarization
Police Militarization Beliefs

Increases public safety

Note (n) varies among variables, only valid cases are included. Total sample size is 500.
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Table 3.
Descriptive statistics for police-related factors
Independent variables

n

Percentages

500
495

357 (71.4%)
337 (68.1%)

499
498

316 (63.3%)
311 (62.5%)

499
498

298 (59.7%)
336 (67.5%)

500
500
499
497
497
500
498

459 (91.8%)
398 (79.6%)
408 (81.8%)
297 (59.8%)
300 (60.3%)
265 (53%)
255 (51.2%)

499
497
499
499

233 (46.7%)
339 (68.2%)
173 (34.7%)
163 (32.6%)

499
499

343 (68.7%)
307 (61.5%)

Procedural Justice (Agree)

Treated with dignity and respect
Treated with fairness
Police Legitimacy (Agree)

Basic rights are protected by police
Police can be trusted
Public Perceptions of Police Effectiveness (Good or Excellent)

Police work together with residents
Police can prevent crime
Public Experiences with the Police

Direct contact with police
Indirect contact (family experiences)
Indirect contact
Positive quality of outcome
Positive quality of treatment
Positive quality of outcome (family/friends experiences)
Positive quality of treatment (family/friends experiences)
Positive Image Portrayal of Police

National television news
Local television news
Internet news
Social media (Facebook, Twitter, YouTube)
Fear of Crime

House break-in
Physical assault by a stranger

Note (n) varies among variables, only valid cases are included. Total sample size is 500.
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Percent stating

Percent stating

APPENDIX C: Bivariate Tables

Overall support for police
militarization
Increases public
safety
Increases violations of

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

MATERIAL

62.30%
54.10%

64.80%
58.70%

62.30%

58.70%
64.50%

47.60%

47.70%

65.40%

80.50%

75.30%

77.50%

81.60%

65.20%

62.20%
73%

83.50%

79.20%

76.90%

30.60%

62.30%

33.30%

56.7%

58.9%

Female

Gender

60.2%

Male

57.90%

66.70%

61.10%

59.70%

51.60%

76.70%

73.90%

70.90%

59.50%

79.20%

38.40%

61%

59.70%

20-29

Age

59.80%

78.40%

31.70%

57.70%

59.50%

30-39

60.50%

64.20%

68.30%

61.60%

46.80%

75.10%

81.00%

78.50%
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Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

t

53.90%

55.30%

60%

57.90%

43.40%

73.70%

81.60%

65.80%

70.70%

84.20%

22.70%

51.30%

57.90%

40-49

50+

48%

62.70%

66.70%

58.70%

44%

89.30%

85.30%

84%

72%

90.70%

28%

68%

58.70%

Table 4. Bivariate relationships between support for police militarization and demographics

Percent stating

Percent
stating

Percent
stating

"

56.40%

62.40%

63%

57.50%

46.70%

78.50%

81.10%

75.80%

64.20%

82.30%

30.20%

60.40%

58.60%

White

Race

55.30%

68.10%

66%

66%

42.60%

69.60%

68.10%

66.70%

52.20%

72.30%

41.30%

57.40%

55.30%

Black

51.10%

66.70%

70.50%

66.70%

57.80%

66.70%

72.70%

66.70%

60%

75.60%

31.10%

55.60%

66.70%

Hispanic

t

Percent stating

Overall support for police
militarization
Increases public
safety
Increases violations of

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

64.90%
58.5%

61.10%
54.1%

58.80%

61.6%
64.6%

49.20%

43.8%

63.9%

76.60%

78.9%

79.40%

79.5%

60.80%

67.4%
75.10%

81.20%

82.2%

75.0%

33.20%

60.70%

57.50%

High

29.5%

56.5%

61.6%

Low

Education

63.60%

57%

56.60%

57%

34.60%

72.90%

73.60%

76.60%

59%

75.70%

26.20%

53.30%

55.10%

Less than
30k

57.50%

67.50%

65.30%

61.50%

47%

79%

79%

77.40%

65%

83%

34.20%

60.30%

63%

49.30%

66.90%

70.20%

64.80%

58.50%

77.30%

83.60%

73.90%

63.10%

83.10%

37.30%

65.50%

58.50%

60k to 100k

Income
30k to 60k
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Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

Percent stating

MATERIAL

Table 4 (continued).

Percent
stating

Percent stating
ort"

Percent
stating

"

60.80%

51%

62%

47.10%

45.10%

82.40%

82.40%

64.70%

64.70%

82.40%

20%

51%

54.90%

100k or more

45.80%

81.00%

78.70%

64.10%

66.20%

81.0%

79.30%

77.30%

71.80%

83.10%

44.70%

69.0%

78.20%

Republican

61.10%

56.60%

59.00%

58.50%

40.10%

76.1%

79.80%

74.20%

59.60%

80.70%

26.70%

55.3%

51.80%

NonRepublican

Political Party

Percent stating

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

MATERIAL

82.40%
61.10%
66.70%

75.70%
42.60%
58.00%

79.40%

79.60%

70.40%

60.70%
80.50%

82.50%

80.90%

73.20%

45.20%

66.40%

56.90%
26.80%

66.70%

Yes

56.60%

No

Gun ownership

58.80%

45.8%

77.80%

79.70%

74.30%

62.70%

81.90%

29.80%

58.30%

57.60%

No

67.60%

57.40%

76.10%

77.90%

79.10%

66.20%

77.90%

45.60%

65.70%

69.10%

Yes

Military service
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Overall support for police
61.40%
73.60% 62.10% 79.40%
militarization
Increases public
59.60%
74.60% 61.30% 76.50%
safety
Increases violations of
57.10%
56.30%
56.00% 61.80%
rights
Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.
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Table 4 (continued).

Percent stating

Percent
stating

Percent
stating

Percent stating

69.70%
71.80%
56.40%

57.80%
56.8%

64.90%

49.50%

83.10%

79%

80%

72.60%

84.20%

33.20%

67.70%

64.40%

Yes

60.80%

56.80%

46.30%

74.00%

80.00%

72.00%

56.80%

80.10%

31.00%

54.10%

55.70%

No

Family military

55.80%

60.20%

61.90%

57.90%

44.60%

77.80%

80.50%

74.80%

62.70%

81.70%

28%

58%

57.90%

No

63.30%

86.70%

83.30%

73.30%

65%

76.30%

71.20%

74.60%

68.30%

80%

58.30%

66.70%

68.30%

Yes

Police & CRJ

57.50%

57.70%

60.20%

56.70%

42.50%

76.40%

81.30%

73.30%

60.70%

81.40%

28.90%

56.60%

56.70%

No

54.80%

81.70%

78.30%

70.40%

63.50%

81.60%

72.60%

81.40%

71.10%

81.70%

40.40%

67.80%

67%

Yes

Family police &
CRJ

t"

Percent stating

Percent stating

Overall support for police
militarization
Increases public
safety
Increases violations of

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

MATERIAL

75.60%
49.90%

32.90%
74.10%

68.30%

39.20%
75.70%

54.30%

30.10%

36.60%

81.70%

67.10%

85.40%

64.80%

70.50%

44.70%
79.90%

84.30%

74.10%

62.40%

38%

68.30%

37.10%
16.80%

68.90%

35%

Agree

dignity & respect

Disagree

74.70%

37.30%

36.50%

41.10%

26.60%

67.10%

67.70%

63.10%

44.50%

78.50%

15.30%

36.70%

36.70%
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48.40%

75.40%

77.30%

69.10%

56.70%

83%

84.70%

80.80%

72.40%

83.40%

39.30%

69.60%

69.70%

Agree

PJ - Fairness
Disagree

Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

Percent stating

PJ

74.30%

39.90%

40.60%

38.80%

31.10%

71.60%

70.30%

63%

47.20%

77.60%

13.10%

36.60%

37.20%

Disagree

46.80%

76.90%

78.10%

72.20%

56.60%

81%

84.70%

81.80%

72.20%

83.50%

43%

72.40%

71.80%

Agree

PL Protect rights

Table 5. Bivariate relationships between support for police militarization and police-related factors

Percent
stating

Percent stating
t"

74.30%

35.80%

42.20%

40.60%

32.10%

67.90%

70.10%

61.80%

45.10%

78.10%

16.20%

36.90%

39.60%

46.60%

79.70%

78%

71.70%

56.60%

83.20%

85.10%

82.70%

73.60%

83.60%

41.50%

72.90%

70.70%

Agree

PL Trust police
Disagree

t

Overall support for
police militarization
Increases public
safety
Increases violations of

Police
militarization

SWAT teams for
reactive purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATION
AL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

MATERIAL

77.5%
47.7%

42.80%
70.10%

72.10%

42.30%

77.8%

60.40%

28.4%

44.90%

81.10%

72.10%

83.10%

74.00%

72.60%

49.50%

78.30%

84.20%

77.10%

70.40%

42.90%

71.10%

72.10%

15.90%

42.00%

40.30%

Good/Excellent

PE solve problems
Poor/Fair

PE

67.30%

41.40%

45.60%

45.10%

32.70%

68.50%

67.70%

68.90%

48.80%

75.3%

20.40%

37.30%

44.40%
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51.80%

74.1%

73.70%

67.30%

54.50%

81.80%

85.00%

78.00%

70.10%

84.20%

37.4%

69.90%

66.40%

Good/Excellent

prevent crime

Poor/Fair

Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

Percent stating

Percent stating

Percent
stating

Percent stating

Percent
stating

Table 5 (continued).

"

FC

62.80%

47.40%

51.30%

50%

34.60%

79.50%

78.20%

70.30%

55.50%

86.50%

16%

49%

44.20%

53.90%

70.60%

70.40%

64.40%

53.10%

76.60%

80.00%

77.00%

66.60%

79.00%

39.00%

63.80%

65.90%

Concerned

house break in

Not concerned

59.90%

50.50%

53.70%

53.10%

33.30%

84.40%

82.30%

74.90%

60.20%

87.50%

20.30%

48.70%

45.80%

54.70%

71.30%

71.10%

64.20%

56.00%

73.20%

77.60%

74.90%

64.90%

77.50%

39.00%

65.80%

67.4%

Concerned

FC physical assault
Not concerned

Percent stating

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

MATERIAL

78.20%
46.20%
59.00%

70.70%
61%
70.70%

79.40%

80.50%

63.50%

60%
75.60%

81.50%

80.50%

67.50%

30.90%

58.70%

59.00%

43.90%

65.90%

61.00%

Contact

Direct face-to-face contact
No contact
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Overall support for police
69.20%
64.1%
militarization
Increases public
63.40%
63.40%
safety
Increases violations of
41.50%
58.20%
citizens
Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

t

Percent stating

65.90%
64.10%
59.80%

60.80%
45.10%

61.10%

46.20%

77.80%

78.20%

74.30%

64.40%

80.70%

31.30%

58.40%

60.80%

Contact

59%

55.90%

52%

76.50%

84.30%

77.50%

58.40%

84.30%

34.30%

62.70%

52.90%

No contact

Family contact

40.70%

61.50%

62.20%

60.40%

52.70%

74.70%

79.10%

76.90%

57.80%

84.60%

32.20%

62.60%

57.10%

No contact

60.50%

64%

65.20%

59.80%

46.3%

78.1%

79.80%

74.40%

64.40%

80.60%

31.90%

58.70%

59.80%

Contact

Friends/neighbors contact

Table 6. Bivariate relationships between support for police militarization and public experiences with the police

Percent stating

Percent
stating

Percent
stating

"

Percent stating

Percent stating

Overall support for police
militarization
Increases public
safety
Increases violations of

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

MATERIAL

68.40%
54.80%

32.60%
78.30%

65.40%

21.70%
68.90%

52.00%

10.90%

34.80%

81.30%

65.20%

81.40%

67.40%

67.30%

43.50%
78.30%

83.30%

69.60%

66.70%

35.50%

64.30%

26.10%
10.90%

62.60%

Fair/Good/Excellent
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48.80%

58.10%

65.10%

60.50%

48.80%

67.40%

90.70%

62.80%

51.20%

81.40%

23.30%

55.80%

69.80%

No experience

Quality of outcome with police

28.30%

Poor

Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

t

Table 6 (continued).

Percent stating

Percent
stating

Percent
stating

78.0%

32.20%

33.90%

27.10%

18.60%

64.40%

64.40%

62.10%

42.40%

71.20%

8.50%

30.50%

54.60%

68.80%

70.10%

66.00%

51.80%

81.1%

82.3%

79.70%

68.70%

83.5%

35.20%

63.80%

64.20%

Fair/Good/Excellent

46.20%

64.10%

66.70%

56.40%

53.80%

71.8%

89.7%

56.40%

48.70%

76.9%

38.50%

64.10%

69.20%

No experience

Quality of treatment with police

25.40%

Poor

t

Percent stating

Overall support for police
militarization
Increases public
safety
Increases violations of

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

68.8%
55.6%

32.70%
72.70%

66.0%

27.30%
70.60%

54.2%

14.50%

40.0%

79.1%

70.90%

81.5%

67.30%

68.00%

45.50%
75.1%

80.8%

76.40%

72.20%

35.40%

64.30%

32.70%
10.90%

64.4%

34.50%

Fair/Good/Excellent
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37.5%

75.0%

65.60%

68.8%

46.9%

81.3%

81.3%

80.6%

50.00%

87.5%

40.60%

65.60%

68.8%

No experience

Quality of outcome for family/friends
Poor

Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

Percent stating

MATERIAL

Table 6 (continued).

Percent
stating

Percent stating
pport"

Percent
stating

75.80%

29.0%

38.70%

30.60%

16.10%

69.40%

66.10%

62.30%

43.50%

77.40%

6.50%

32.30%

35.50%

55.40%

70%

71.10%

67.10%

54.60%

80.20%

81.60%

78.00%

69.10%

80.60%

37.00%

65.00%

64.60%

Fair/Good/Excellent

44.70%

73.70%

71.10%

55.30%

52.60%

73.70%

86.80%

71.10%

50.00%

86.80%

39.50%

65.80%

65.80%

No experience

Quality of treatment for family/friends
Poor

Percent stating

Police militarization

SWAT teams for reactive
purpose
SWAT teams for
proactive purpose
Intelligence
operations

OPERATIONAL

Strict hierarchy of
authority
Command & control
centers/systems

ORGANIZATIONAL

Warrior
mentality
Guardian
mentality
Hiring
ex-military

CULTURAL

Tactical
equipment/vehicles
Tactical surveillance
technology

MATERIAL

76.70%
51.90%
64.80%

78.20%
43.20%
55.60%

79.60%

79.30%

62.70%

63.90%
73.90%

79.40%

83.10%

75.80%

41.20%

61.40%

57.40%
23.50%

63.10%

55.6%

Positive

National TV news
Negative

Percent stating

54.40%

44.90%

70.30%

72.20%

73.20%

60.80%

75.90%

28.20%

55.10%

55.10%
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60.10%
56.70%
52.80%

69%
58.40%

55.50%

42%

78.20%

80.30%

76.20%

63.20%

82.80%

21.90%

54.80%

54%

64.70%

75.70%

72.70%

68.20%

57.20%

76.20%

77.80%

72.40%

63.60%

78.60%

50.30%

67.60%

68.8%

Positive

Internet news
Negative

70%

62.2%

48.10%

80.80%

83%

75.50%

64.60%

83.80%

33.60%

60.90%

61.10%

Positive

Local TV news
Negative

Overall support for police
61.50%
67.80%
53.20%
militarization
Increases public
60.20%
67%
51.30%
safety
Increases violations of
47.40%
67.80%
53.20%
citi
rights
Note: Percentages in bold represent a statistically significant difference, p < .05.

t

Table 6 (continued).

Percent stating

Percent
stating

Percent
stating

54.50%

57.10%

58.70%

55.40%

39.30%

77.10%

79.20%

75.10%

61.90%

83.30%

20.60%

55.20%

51.80%

62%

76.10%

76.10%

69.30%

63.80%

78.40%

80%

74.40%

66.30%

77.30%

54.90%

67.50%

74.20%

Positive

Social media
Negative

APPENDIX D: Multivariate Linear Regression Models
Table 7.
Regression models of police militarization support in the material dimension
Tactical equipment/vehicles

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

Tactical surveillance technology

B

SE

Beta

p

B

S.E.

Beta

p

.056
.126
.222
.010
.067
.008
.093
-.080
.118
-.379
-.206
-.312
-.344
-.389
-.182
.323
.243
-.062
-.121
-.007
.096
.347
.077
-.079
-.089
.166
.237
.227
-.179
.446
-.008
-.117
-.043
.066
-.250
.129

.086
.087
.086
.080
.072
.064
.110
.108
.104
.439
.317
.435
.325
.479
.341
.448
.338
.070
.063
.077
.069
.124
.113
.127
.065
.227
.214
.217
.137
.146
.072
.157
.206
.141
.249
.181

.049
.110
.197
.009
.067
.007
.044
-.043
.067
-.080
-.057
-.073
-.099
-.090
-.051
.080
.071
-.058
-.103
-.006
.092
.157
.040
-.029
-.067
.034
.050
.047
-.063
.144
-.005
-.036
-.011
.023
-.057
.040

.517
.148
.010**
.900
.355
.903
.398
.460
.259
.389
.517
.474
.290
.418
.594
.472
.472
.377
.054*
.931
.165
.005**
.499
.531
.171
.465
.271
.297
.194
.002**
.908
.454
.833
.642
.316
.477

.077
.077
.110
.278
-.031
.136
-.032
-.035
.089
.116
.466
-.148
-.397
-.370
-.143
.020
-.017
-.042
-.098
.020
-.047
.158
.184
-.214
-.071
.361
.100
.146
.187
-.041
.021
-.060
-.130
.223
-.364
.195

.086
.086
.086
.080
.072
.064
.110
.108
.104
.438
.316
.434
.324
.478
.340
.447
.337
.070
.062
.077
.069
.123
.113
.126
.065
.226
.214
.217
.137
.146
.072
.156
.207
.141
.248
.181

.068
.068
.098
.255
-.031
.129
-.015
-.019
.051
.025
.129
-.035
-.114
-.085
-.040
.005
-.005
-.039
-.083
.018
-.045
.071
.096
-.078
-.053
.075
.021
.030
.066
-.013
.014
-.018
-.032
.079
-.083
.060

.367
.370
.198
.001**
.671
.035**
.773
.747
.392
.790
.141
.733
.221
.440
.675
.964
.960
.547
.119
.798
.495
.203
.105
.091*
.278
.111
.641
.502
.173
.779
.774
.703
.531
.115
.143
.280

.322

.325

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White).
*p
< .10; **p < .05.
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Table 8.
Regression models of police militarization support in the cultural dimension
Warrior mentality

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX - social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

Guardian mentality

B

SE

Beta

p

B

S.E.

Beta

p

-.052
.150
.187
.040
.110
.098
.002
.036
-.075
.977
.451
-.582
-.507
.032
-.129
-.189
.038
.040
-.146
.009
.207
.405
.104
-.190
-.138
.286
-.078
.248
.099
.180
-.061
.136
.077
.046
.634
-.222

.083
.084
.083
.078
.070
.062
.106
.104
.100
.423
.306
.420
.313
.462
.329
.432
.326
.068
.061
.074
.066
.119
.109
.122
.063
.221
.207
.210
.133
.141
.070
.151
.199
.137
.240
.176

-.044
.127
.161
.035
.106
.090
.001
.019
-.042
.202
.121
-.132
-.141
.007
-.035
-.045
.011
.036
-.119
.009
.193
.178
.052
-.067
-.100
.057
-.016
.050
.034
.056
-.039
.041
.018
.016
.141
-.066

.535
.074*
.025**
.607
.115
.114
.984
.732
.456
.022**
.142
.166
.106
.944
.696
.663
.907
.552
.017**
.898
.002**
.001**
.342
.122
.029**
.196
.708
.237
.454
.203
.382
.369
.701
.737
.009**
.207

-.170
.196
-.045
-.099
.093
-.073
-.007
.174
-.077
.896
.451
-.632
-.552
.190
.430
-.324
-.335
.040
-.183
.060
.088
.072
.097
.099
-.119
-.052
-.072
-.308
.027
-.001
-.075
-.080
-.034
.131
.103
-.212

.074
.075
.074
.069
.062
.055
.095
.093
.090
.378
.273
.375
.280
.413
.294
.386
.291
.060
.054
.066
.059
.106
.098
.109
.056
.195
.185
.187
.118
.126
.063
.135
.178
.122
.214
.156

-.191
.219
-.051
-.116
.119
-.089
-.004
.119
-.057
.244
.159
-.189
-.203
.056
.153
-.103
-.126
.048
-.199
.072
.109
.042
.064
.046
-.114
-.014
-.020
-.082
.012
.000
-.063
-.032
-.011
.060
.030
-.084

.022**
.009**
.543
.150
.137
.186
.944
.062*
.390
.018**
.100
.093*
.049**
.646
.144
.402
.251
.509
.001**
.366
.137
.499
.322
.365
.034**
.791
.696
.101
.818
.994
.228
.552
.846
.282
.630
.176

.407

.173

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White). The
adopting a guardian mentality. *p < .10; **p < .05.
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Table 8 (continued).
Su

Hiring ex-military personnel

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

B

SE

Beta

p

-.046
.080
.089
.142
.068
.062
-.058
-.097
.173
-.118
-.014
.031
-.312
-.111
.037
.410
.649
.054
-.039
-.049
-.047
.243
-.063
-.032
.054
-.146
.056
.555
-.049
.276
-.066
.126
-.178
.310
-.180
.192

.087
.087
.086
.081
.073
.065
.111
.109
.105
.442
.319
.438
.327
.483
.343
.451
.340
.070
.063
.078
.069
.124
.114
.128
.065
.228
.216
.219
.139
.147
.073
.159
.208
.142
.250
.183

-.043
.075
.084
.138
.072
.063
-.029
-.055
.106
-.027
-.004
.008
-.096
-.027
.011
.108
.203
.054
-.035
-.048
-.049
.117
-.035
-.012
.043
-.032
.013
.123
-.018
.095
-.046
.042
-.046
.118
-.044
.063

.598
.359
.304
.080*
.354
.339
.600
.373
.100
.789
.966
.944
.342
.818
.913
.364
.057*
.447
.540
.530
.494
.052*
.581
.805
.407
.522
.794
.012**
.724
.061*
.369
.426
.393
.030**
.472
.293

.219

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White).
*p < .10; **p < .05.
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Table 9.
Regression models of police militarization support in the organizational dimension
Strict hierarchy of authority

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

Command & control center/systems

B

SE

Beta

p

B

S.E.

Beta

p

.023
.130
.162
.049
-.075
.005
.005
-.012
-.044
.128
-.017
.183
.426
-.236
-.797
.130
.349
.073
.018
-.145
-.019
.218
-.202
.000
.066
-.002
.028
.363
.033
.121
-.081
.242
.085
-.001
-.274
.309

.073
.073
.073
.068
.061
.055
.094
.092
.089
.371
.268
.368
.275
.413
.299
.383
.289
.059
.053
.065
.058
.105
.096
.108
.055
.197
.181
.185
.117
.124
.061
.134
.176
.120
.213
.154

.026
.144
.182
.057
-.095
.006
.003
-.008
-.032
.034
-.006
.054
.155
-.069
-.281
.041
.130
.086
.019
-.171
-.023
.125
-.132
.000
.062
-.001
.008
.095
.015
.050
-.068
.095
.026
.000
-.079
.120

.750
.078*
.028**
.472
.220
.931
.960
.897
.618
.731
.950
.619
.122
.567
.008**
.735
.229
.222
.741
.027**
.744
.039**
.037**
.998
.234
.990
.876
.051*
.775
.331
.190
.073*
.631
.993
.199
.046**

.135
-.047
.000
.143
-.037
.021
-.042
-.004
.025
-.001
-.242
-.265
.118
.158
.250
-.203
-.181
.043
.105
-.029
-.122
.106
-.092
.094
.034
-.108
-.039
-.078
-.015
-.110
.108
.046
.120
-.069
-.084
.035

.078
.078
.078
.073
.065
.058
.099
.097
.094
.395
.286
.392
.293
.432
.307
.404
.304
.063
.056
.070
.062
.112
.102
.114
.059
.204
.196
.196
.124
.132
.065
.141
.187
.128
.225
.164

.148
-.052
.001
.165
-046
.025
-.025
-.003
.018
.000
-.084
-.078
.043
.046
.088
-.064
-.067
.051
.112
-.034
-.147
.061
-.060
.043
.032
-.028
-.010
-.020
-.007
-.045
.090
.018
.037
-.031
-.024
.014

.086*
.551
.995
.050**
.574
.719
.670
.969
.788
.998
.397
.499
.687
.715
.416
.615
.553
.494
.065*
.676
.051*
.343
.369
.414
.561
.597
.841
.691
.902
.405
.099*
.746
.520
.592
.711
.831

.219

.127

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White).
*p
< .10; **p < .05.
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Table 10.
Regression models of police militarization support in the operational dimension
Reactive policing

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

Proactive policing

B

SE

Beta

p

B

S.E.

Beta

p

-.091
.028
-.051
-.085
.068
-.072
-.058
.056
-.047
.658
.225
-.537
-.365
-.235
.167
.120
-.158
-.007
-.112
.120
.046
-.031
.206
.234
.013
-.094
.344
-.204
.091
-.089
-.079
-.057
.015
-.199
.359
-.217

.078
.078
.077
.072
.065
.058
.099
.097
.094
.395
.286
.392
.293
.432
.307
.404
.304
.063
.056
.069
.062
.111
.102
.114
.059
.205
.193
.196
.124
.132
.065
.141
.186
.127
.224
.163

-.097
.030
-.055
-.095
.083
-.084
-.034
.036
-.033
.172
.076
-.154
-.129
-.067
.057
.036
-.057
-.008
-.117
.137
.054
-.017
.132
.104
.012
-.024
.090
-.052
.040
-.035
-.064
-.022
.004
-.087
.100
-.082

.243
.723
.513
.240
.299
.215
.560
.568
.617
.096*
.431
.172
.213
.586
.588
.767
.604
.909
.048**
.085*
.460
.779
.045**
.041**
.819
.646
.075*
.299
.462
.498
.226
.686
.938
.119
.110
.184

-.034
.147
.133
.104
.033
.016
-.005
-.044
-.057
-.077
.176
.026
-.270
-.451
.041
-.235
-.071
.004
-.201
-.007
.099
.213
.191
-.081
-.038
.216
.344
.388
-.088
.490
.159
.136
.084
-.289
-.179
.508

.094
.095
.094
.087
.079
.070
.121
.118
.114
.481
.348
.477
.356
.526
.374
.492
.370
.077
.069
.084
.076
.135
.124
.139
.071
.248
.235
.238
.151
.160
.079
.172
.226
.155
.273
.199

-.027
.117
.108
.087
.030
.014
-.002
-.021
-.030
-.015
.044
.006
-.071
-.095
.011
-.053
-.019
.003
-.156
-.006
.087
.088
.091
-.027
-.026
.041
.067
.074
-.028
.145
.095
.039
.019
-.094
-.037
.143

.716
.123
.159
.234
.678
.822
.967
.711
.619
.873
.613
.956
.448
.391
.912
.633
.849
.960
.004**
.934
.191
.117
.125
.559
.590
.384
.144
.105
.560
.002**
.046**
.429
.710
.063*
.511
.011**

.169

.319

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White). The
sing SWAT
teams for reactive purposes. *p < .10; **p < .05.
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Table 10 (continued).
Intelligence gathering operations

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

B

SE

Beta

p

.081
.016
.260
.116
.003
.028
.013
.067
-.148
-.454
.145
-.099
-.188
-.690
-.477
.708
.637
.039
-.061
-.048
-.057
.178
.073
-.221
-.046
.253
.485
.484
-.008
-.082
.004
.083
-.035
-.061
.028
.221

.083
.084
.083
.077
.070
.062
.106
.104
.100
.424
.306
.421
.314
.463
.329
.433
.326
.068
.061
.074
.067
.119
.110
.122
.063
.219
.207
.210
.133
.141
.070
.151
.199
.137
.240
.175

.074
.015
.242
.112
.003
.028
.006
.038
-.089
-.101
.042
-.024
-.057
-.167
-.140
.184
.197
.039
-.054
-.047
-.058
.085
.040
-.084
-.036
.055
.108
.106
-.003
-.028
.003
.027
-.009
-.023
.007
.072

.330
.850
.002**
.133
.967
.648
.903
.521
.141
.286
.637
.814
.549
.137
.148
.103
.052*
.561
.315
.521
.390
.137
.508
.072*
.467
.248
.020**
.022**
.955
.563
.953
.585
.862
.654
.909
.207

.302

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White).
*p
< .10; **p < .05.
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Table 11.
Regression model of overall support for police militarization
Police militarization

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

B

SE

Beta

p

.034
.064
.074
.027
-.011
.020
-.012
.024
-.018
.121
-.020
-.102
-.055
.216
.204
-.109
-.144
.014
.004
-.031
.006
.024
.074
-.006
-.007
.090
.026
.141
-.011
.045
.026
-.005
.048
-.001
-.060
.103

.031
.031
.031
.029
.026
.023
.040
.039
.037
.157
.113
.155
.116
.171
.122
.160
.121
.025
.022
.028
.025
.044
.041
.045
.023
.081
.077
.078
.049
.052
.026
.056
.074
.051
.089
.065

.086
.164
.191
.072
-.032
.056
-.016
.037
-.030
.075
-.016
-.070
-.047
.147
.167
-.079
-.124
.037
.010
-.085
.017
.032
.112
-.006
-.015
.055
.016
.086
-.011
.043
.049
-.004
.034
-.001
-.040
.093

.279
.040**
.017**
.344
.674
.383
.762
.538
.627
.442
.860
.510
.634
.207
.094*
.495
.234
.585
.861
.263
.809
.586
.070*
.901
.773
.263
.738
.069*
.821
.388
.324
.932
.518
.992
.501
.114

.264

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White).
*p
< .10; **p < .05.
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Table 12.
Regression models of beliefs regarding police militarization
Increases public safety

Variable
PJ treated with dignity and respect
PJ treated with fairness
PL basic rights are protected by police
PL police can be trusted
PE solve local problems
PE prevent crime
PX direct contact
PX indirect contact (family)
PX - indirect contact (friends/neighbors)
PX - direct outcome (poor)
PX direct outcome (good)
PX direct treatment (poor)
PX direct treatment (good)
PX indirect outcome (poor)
PX indirect outcome (good)
PX indirect treatment (poor)
PX indirect treatment (good)
PX national tv news
PX local tv news
PX internet news
PX social media
FC house break-in
FC physical assault by a stranger
Gender
Age
Black
Hispanic
Other
Education
Republican
Income
Gun ownership
Military service
Family military service
Police
Family police
R2

Increases violations of rights

B

SE

Beta

p

B

S.E.

Beta

p

.025
.005
.079
.080
-.015
.037
-.024
-.007
-.016
.281
.156
-.024
-.090
-.008
-.036
-.160
-.046
-.039
.024
.017
.000
.057
.061
.005
-.041
.182
.038
.079
.048
.097
-.025
-.037
-.049
.049
-.079
.140

.030
.030
.030
.028
.025
.022
.038
.037
.036
.152
.110
.151
.113
.166
.118
.155
.117
.024
.022
.027
.024
.043
.039
.044
.023
.078
.074
.075
.048
.051
.025
.054
.072
.049
.086
.063

.062
.013
.204
.212
-.043
.100
-.033
-.010
-.027
.172
.124
-.016
-.074
-.005
-.029
-.114
-.039
-.106
.059
.046
.000
.074
.092
.005
-.088
.109
.023
.047
.048
.091
-.048
-.033
-.034
.051
-.052
.124

.411
.859
.008**
.004**
.547
.101
.532
.858
.648
.065*
.157
.872
.425
.961
.758
.304
.696
.105
.268
.523
.995
.186
.120
.913
.069*
.021**
.607
.295
.319
.054*
.314
.497
.495
.315
.359
.027**

-.031
.041
.065
.081
.018
.014
-.029
.033
-.042
.037
.040
-.127
-.175
.007
-.052
-.114
-.134
-.076
-.023
.009
-.018
.045
-.005
-.064
.019
.164
.120
-.047
.009
.099
.028
-.068
-.039
-.058
-.126
.058

.033
.033
.033
.030
.027
.024
.042
.041
.039
.167
.120
.165
.123
.182
.129
.170
.128
.027
.024
.029
.026
.047
.043
.048
.025
.086
.081
.082
.052
.055
.027
.059
.078
.054
.094
.069

-.076
.100
.160
.206
.050
.036
-.038
.050
-.066
.022
.031
-.082
-.140
.005
-.040
-.078
-.109
-.198
-.055
.023
-.049
.057
-.008
-.064
.040
.094
.071
-.027
.009
.089
.052
-.059
-.027
-.057
-.080
.050

.337
.210
.048**
.008**
.509
.571
.491
.414
.293
.826
.740
.442
.157
.967
.687
.503
.298
.004**
.328
.758
.481
.335
.900
.184
.439
.058*
.141
.567
.864
.073*
.301
.252
.620
.284
.183
.399

.323

.245

Notes: Abbreviated letters in front of variables refer to the following: PJ for procedural justice, PL for police
legitimacy, PE for police effectiveness, PX for experiences with the police, and FC for fear of crime. The reference
groups for categorical variables include the following: PX-direct outcome (no experience), PX-direct treatment (no
experience), PX-indirect outcome (no experience), PX-indirect treatment (no experience), and race (White). The
ded. Positive effect indicates a decrease in the belief that police
militarization increases violations of citi
. *p < .10; **p < .05.
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